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I am for this proposition, both as a matter of necessity for the | perienced crew that can properly manage one of these vessels, 


Navy and as a matter of economy for the country. 


spend less than a million dollars for five of these boats. We 


would spend more than $7,000,000, I am informed, for one battle | 


ship. But I am told that one objection to this appropriation is 


that it is said these boats have not possibly reached the limit of | tried. 


development yet. I ask the chairman of the committee what 


We shall | and that sometimes even that crew, on a holiday trial, is not 


successful in its management. 

We should not make this appropriation for other boats until 
those that have already been authorized have been delivered and 
If these boats had been delivered—if we are to try this 


case upon supposititious propositions, as suggested by the gentle- 


arm of the naval or the military service has reached the limit of | man from North Carolina |[Mr. WiLLiamM W. KircuHin] in his argu- 


development? We build great battle ships every year, and yet we 
all know that in ten or fifteen years from this time the hundreds 
of millions of dollars that we are spending in that way will be 
entirely lost, because the battle ships will be out of date. We 
appropriate money for costly armament and promptly some genius 
invents a projectile that makes the armament worthless. We 
can not afford to let improvements in the Navy rest until Ameri- 
can ingenuity is exhausted. 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I would ask some 
gentleman who is to oppose this motion to consume some of the 
time before I use the remaining four minutes allotted tome. I 
wish to reserve my four minutes for the present. 

Mr. FOSS. I would say to my colleague that the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. LOUDENSLAGER] has fifteen minutes re- 
maining. , 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I understand 
that the gentleman from New Jersey yielded to me fifteen min- 
utes, of which I have four minutes remaining. Before using 
that time I wish to hear some one who opposes the motion. That 
was the request thatI made. I hope the gentleman from Illinois 
| Mr. Foss] will consume some of his time before I am compelled 
to use my remaining four minutes. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I will yield five minutes to my col- 
league upon the committee, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WHEELER}. 

Mr. WHIELER. I yield the five minutes to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr, CLayTon]. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, like the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CowHERD], I am not experienced in the construction 
of submarine boats. But notwithstanding my lack of technical 
knowledge, several reasons occur to me why this amendment or 
proposition to make this appropriation should not pass. I call 
the attention of the House to the fact that two years ago an ap- 
propriation was made authorizing the construction of 8 of these 
submarine boats. 

Under that authorization these 8 submarine boats could have 
been, and should have been, delivered twelve months ago. It is 
a fact, Mr. Speaker, that there are in this House some gentlemen 
who, when that measure was up, voted in favor of it becatise 
they desired further experimentation on the subject of submarine 
navigation. Now, then, that appropriation was made—— 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLAYTON, Ican not yield. I beg the gentleman’s par- 
don. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. It was just a question. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I can not yield even for a question now, 
hope this will not come out of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will not. 

‘ Mr. CLAYTON. I do not wish to be discourteous to the gen- 
eman, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have stated one reason which impels me 
to vote against this proposition—the fact that the 8 boats already 
authorized have not been delivered, and Iam not satisfied that 
the construction of submarine boats has been so perfected as to 
make them of practical use in naval warfare. 

Besides, Mr. Speaker, I have a suspicion that the object is not 
to deliver any one of these boats until the job is further increased 
by further appropriation for more boats of the same kind, and 
that when the 8 already authorized and the 5 now sought to 
be authorized are built, they can all be delivered at once. The 
whole 18 will then be delivered, and a very handsome profit will 
have been made out of the undertaking, although it may then 
be demonstrated that the boats are practically worthless. 

Again, I put my opinion against that of the gentleman from 
Missouri, and beg to say that I became convinced when I saw the 
Holland perform at Annapolis that the submarine boat has not 
yet been perfected. A valuable principle doubtless has been dis- 
covered, but I do not believe that the submarine boat now built 
can meet the practical exigencies required in successful subma- 
rine navigation. I do not believe that the boat can be controlled 
at all times and made useful in actual warfare. 

in my judgment, the boat can not always be made to go down 
and to come up as its navigators may please. Some of us have 
heen told that it takes a trained and experienced crew to manage 
the one boat that has been operated to some extent. The builders 
of this submarine boat, so we are informed, have but one ex- 
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ment—let us suppose that a foreign man-of-war should threaten one 
of our port cities, of what use would be one of these torpedo boats? 

I have never seen one of them perform except near the shore in 
placid or nearly placid waters. In the case given, if the man-of- 
war should stand 5 or 6 miles out from the threatened port, how 
could the submarine boat be successfully operated against it? 
Who knows whether these submarine boats can live any distance 
from land ina rough sea? Doubtless the man-of-war could re- 
main out of reach of the submarine boat, and yet with a modern 
13-inch gun do most effective and destructive work against one 
of our port cities. 

Of course, if the man-of-war should come near to the shore, 
and in smooth waters, it is possible that one of these submarine 
boats could successfully fire a torpedo against it. But to use a 
homely illustration, the case supposed would be very much like 
the statement that we sometimes make to a very small boy; that 
is, that he can always catch a bird if he will put salt on its tail. 
Mr. Speaker, it has not been demonstrated that these submarine 
boats can bemade practicable. They have not yet been perfected 
to the point that they can strike terror to a battle ship. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How could they get one of them 
to the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I do not know how one of them could be 
gotten there. Nobody has, so far as I know, ever seen one of 
these boats any considerable distance from the shore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, the objection that I have to 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senate is not based upon my 
deliberate judgment that the Holland torpedo boat possesses no 
merit. I am inclined to believe that submarine navigation is 
capable of successful solution; but I seriously question whether 
the Holland people have yet solved that problem. That is not, 
however, my chief objection to agreeing to this amendment. 
The gentleman from Alabama has forcefully stated the provision 
in the last naval appropriation bill, and in conjunction with that 
I desire to read to the House the provision incorporated by the 
Senate in the present bill in addition to it—an amendment which 
the champions of the Holland torpedo boat in this House desire 
to have passed. 

Now, these people were to have delivered to the Government 
eight submarine boats on the ist day of April, 1901, and they 
have not yet delivered any of them. We have been informed 
by the champions of the Holland torpedo-boat people that one of 
these boats has been completed for some time, the Adder, and 
that itis now at the Washington wharf. Why it has not been 
delivered I was unable to see until the amendment of the Senate 
was incorporated in this bill. I desire to read the amendment: 

Provided, That no contract shall be made with said company until one of 
the Holland boats now being built for the Department shall have been ac- 
cepted by the Secretary of the Navy. 

In other words, that when the Holland torpedo people deliver 
one of their boats and give it a practical or impractical test, the 
other seven boats, whether they are successfully constructed or 
not, shall be disregarded by the Secretary, and he shall at once 
sign a contract for the other five. Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe 
that this Government ought to wait until at least one or more of 
the boats now authorized have been delivered to the Government, 
and it has been practically demonstrated by the officers of the 
Navy Department that there has at least been a partial solution 
of the submarine-navigation problem. 

I am fortified in that judgment by the opinion of every bureau 
chief in the Navy Department, by both the present and past Sec- 
retaries of the Navy, and by Admiral Dewey, the commanding 
officer of the Navy, who is an avowed advocate of submarine 
boats. In a letter addressed to him by the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. LouDENSLAGER], asking his opinion on the question, 
he states that, in his judgment. the House should not authorize 
any more of these boats until the eight at present contracted for 
have been completed and delivered to the Government. 

There is another equation in considering this matter not insig- 
nificant. I challenge the advocates of this measure to show on 
the floor of the House a statement by any Holland torpedo boat 
man as to what the cost of one of these little skiffs is. The com- 
mittee have tried almost with a burglar’s jimmy to elicit some 
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sort of information as to what they pay for these little skiffs. 
have not been able to elicit anything from them like an intelligent 
and coherent statement. 

But we do have from Admiral O'Neil, and perhaps from other 
naval experts, an estimate as to the cost of construction of these 
boats. Admiral O’ Neil testified before a committee of the Fifty- 
sixth Congress that they could be constructed for $50,000 at a 
profit, leaving a net profit of $120,000 per boat. Since that time 
{ think the margin of cost has perhaps been raised to $75,000. As 
an evidence of good faith upon the part of the House committee 
to successfully solve the question of cost to the Holland people, 
we asked if they would take a royalty of $20,000 a boat, and they 
absolutely laughed at that offer. 


We 


Now, let us see what places would be protected by placing 
these boats in the principal ports and harbors of the United 
States, so that all the navies of the world could not blockade 


| them, according to Admiral Dewey. 


9 


Two at Portland, Me.; 2 at Portsmouth, N. H.; 2 at Boston, 
Mass.; 2 at Newport, R.I.; 2 at entrance to New York by way of 
the Sound, and 2 at Sandy Hook to protect New York: 2 a1 Atlan- 
tic City: 2 atthe Delaware Capes; 2 at the Chesapeake Capes to 
protect Norfolk, Baltimore, and Washington; 2 at Wilmington, 
v. C.; 2 at Charleston, 8. C.; 1 at Port Royal, 8. C.; 2 at Savan- 
nah, Ga.; lat Fernandina; 1 at Jacksonville, Fla.; lat Key West; 
2 at Pensacola; 2 at Mobile; 2 at the mouth of the Mississippi to 


| protect New Orleans, and 2 at Galveston, Tex. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I can not go into the question as to what | 


effect a torpedo boat would have upon a cruiser or a man-of-war, 
but they have never yet performed any successful feat of war; but 
if they are what is claimed for them by their advocates, let us 


It will thus be seen that by the expenditure of the amount of 
money equal to the cost of one battle ship, that, according to the 
testimony of Admiral Dewey, every important seacoast city and 


| town from Maine to the Gulf of Mexico can be protected fully 


construct the eight and put them to the test, and that will tell the | 
| economy? 


story for all time to come. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. CLAYTON. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield a lit- 
tle further time to the gentleman from Kentucky in order that I 
may ask a question? 

Mr. FOSS. I will yield the gentleman one minute. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I desire to know what the carrying power of 
a 13-inch gun on a modern man-of-war is, what distance it will do 
effective work. Suppose a war ship is out at sea and should ap- 
proach one of our ports bombarded, how far off from the port 
could she be and do effective work with a 13-inch gun? 


Mr. WHEELER. Why, Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt a 13-inch | 


gun would be effective, in the sense indicated by the gentleman 
from Alabama, at a range of 8 or 10 miles. It would not. of 
course, pierce armor at that distance, but it would be effective 
for the purpose of exploding shells. In that connection I desire 
to say that there is no proof that these little boats could live in a 
heavy sea. 

Mr. CLAYTON. That is what I wanted to come at, whether 
one of these boats could live 6 or 8 miles out at sea. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would like to ask the gentleman from 


from a blockade by all the nations of the world. Is not that 

Now, let us see about the endurance of these boats. They are 
built of steel, and Captain Wainwright, who has had charge of 
the Holland for the last two years, says in his testimony before 


| the House committee May 20, 1902, page 7: 


I think if a Holland boat is properly cared for it would last fifty or sixty 
years. 

It will thus be seen that by the expenditure of $6,000,000—the 
cost of one battle ship—the harbors and coast of the United 
States on the Atlantic coast side can be fully protected from the 
invasion or blockading of foreign fleets and with vessels that, 
with ordinary care, will last for half a century. 

Looking at it in another direction, the cost of a 12-inch gun, 
with its carriage and with its emplacement and with the care 
necessary for its preservation, will be very nearly if not quite 
as much as one submarine boat, so that the necessity for so many 


| of these large guns could be dispensed with. 


Kentucky if the committee could ever ascertain from the build- | 


ers the cost of a battle ship? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes; wecan tell the exact cost of that from 
the Navy Department. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I now yield four minutes to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. VANDIVER]. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Speaker, I regret very much in the short 
space of time allotted to me that I shall not be able to state all 
the reasons for my position on this question. I will ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks briefly in the Rrecorp, to 
quote from some of the authorities in the Navy on this subject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the REcorD. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Why not let it cover everybody who makes 
a speech on this subject? I do not want to extend my remarks, 
but some other gentlemen do. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
asks unanimous consent 

Mr. VANDIVER (interrupting). Mr. Speaker.I did not make 
such a request. I can not be interrupted for that purpose. I 
want to proceed with my remarks. Mr. Speaker, there are a 





few important reasons, in my judgment, why the amendment of | 


the Senate should be concurred in. In the first place, I believe 
that in the long run it is a matter of economy to the Government, 


ECONOMY. 


The war with Spain practically demonstrated that our harbors, 
cities. and towns along the Atlantic coast and Gulf coast were 
practically at the mercy of the Spanish fleet. The Navy Depart- 
ment was importuned by members of Congress and Senators of 
the United States from Maine to Texas, inclusive, for anything 


in the way of vessels to protect their towns and cities from the | 


Spanish attack, and nine times out of ten they were informed 
there was nothing available. 

This is Admiral Hichborn’s testimony before the House Naval 
Committee. 

Admiral Dewey, in his testimony before the House, stated that 


with two Holland submarine boats in Galveston Harbor all the | 


navies of the world could not blockade that place. 


Assuming the Admiral’s statement to be correct—and he is the | 


best expert upon that question in the world—and assuming the cost 


The gentleman from Missouri | 


Looking at it from any point of view, it is economical and af- 
fords an early, economical, and full protection for our harbors 
and coasts from the attacks of enemies’ fleets. 


THE QUESTION OF PRICE. 


The Senate amendment provides that the price shall not exceed 
that now being paid for submarine boats. This price is $5,000 
less than the British Government is paying for similar boats 
where labor and everything is cheaper than in this country. The 
Senate amendment leaves the question of price to the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Navy. The Secretary is so well known to 
Congress that there should be no hesitation in permitting him to 
decide the reasonableness of the price. Admiral Melville pre- 
sented his ideas about the cost of these boats to Secretary Long, 
when the contract for the seven boats was under consideration, 
and made the same statements about the cost that he has done to 
the committee. 

Secretary Long overruled him and decided that $170,000 was a 
fair and reasonable compensation. Admiral Melville and Admiral 
Bowles will undoubtedly be consulted by Secretary Moody about 
the price of these boats, as they are both members of the Board 
of Construction, and proper weight will undoubtedly be given to 

| their statements by the Secretary. 

Since the Holland Company entered into the contract for these 
boats the cost of the construction of vessels of this character has 
increased over 50 per cent. The evidence of this is before the 
House Naval Committee. The Board of Construction has offi- 
cially stated to the Secretary that the contractors for torpedo 
boats and torpedo-boat destroyers have lost over $2,000,000 on 
their contracts, made about the same time the Holland Company 
| contracted with the Department, and the board has recommended 
| to the Secretary, in view of these losses and the increased cost of 

the production of the torpedo boats and destroyers, that an appro- 
priation be made of over $1,000,000 by the United States to com- 
pensate the builders of these torpedo boats and destroyers for half 
of their loss. 

Lieut. Lawrence Spear, of the Navy, states in his testimony be- 
fore the House (see p. 30): 

If this committee would appropriate for surface boats to-morrow and the 
Department were to ask for bids they could not get a bid for less than 

| $275,000. 

The average contract price for these surface boats was $155,000. 

Lieutenant Spear, who has been superintending the construction 

| of the Holland boats for the Navy Department at Elizabeth, N.J.. 

| states as his practical knowledge of the cost of these Holland 
boats that they can not be built, under present conditions, under 


of a battle ship, including her armament, is $6,000,000, the cost of | a cost of $125,000, and that does not include any compensation for 


one battle ship ($6,000,000), therefore, put in Holland submarine | the use of patents. 


The Senate amendment, however, leaves this 


boats at the price now paid by the Department ($170,000) would | entire matter to the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy, who 


give the Government 36 Holland submarine boats. 


was recently a member of the House of Representatives and who 
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has the entire confidence of the House. He will not contract for 
an excessive price. 

Admiral Bowles and Admiral O’Neil recommend that half a 
million dollars be appropriated at this session for the purpose of 
experimenting in submarine boats. That recommendation is 
sufficient evidence that they consider submarine boats valuable. 


Instead of squandering half a million dollars in experiments and 
delays and allowing the harbors and coasts of the country to be 
unprotected for years and years while these experiments are going 
on. why not take that half a million dollars and buy with it three 
Holland submarine boats and put two of them in Galveston and 
protect that = from any blockade hereafter, as Admiral 
Dewey has said that two of the Holland boats would keep all the 
navies of the world out of that port. That is a practical way of 
expending the money these admirals recommend be spent and of 
getting some immediate benefits without throwing it away on 
experiments. 


ADMIRAL MELVILLE’S INCOMPETENCY AS AN EXPERT. 


Melville is the only admiral in the Navy Department who is 
absolutely opposed to submarine boats. He opposed the purchase 
of the Holland and opposed the contract for the five boats author- 
ized by Congress two years ago. He has had no practical expe- 
rience at all in submarine boats. He has never seen one run on 
the surface or submerged. The Holland has been in the posses- 


sion of the United States Government for over two years and has | 


been used for the instruction of 100 cadets and many naval officers, 


and yet Melville has never had interest enough to go and see her | 


and examine her, although she is within 30 miles of Washington, 
at Annapolis, Md. Still he poses as an expert on submarine mat- 
ters and gives advice to the Committee on Naval Affairs, when 


his testimony would not be admitted as an expert on that subject | 


by any petty court in the United States. There are 200 members 
ot Congress and Senators who have seen the Holland submarine 
boat at different times, and many of them have made submerged 


runs in her. They are more competent to express an opinion than | 


this so-called naval expert Melville. 

Iadmire the old gentleman very much in a social or personal 
respect. His hirsute adornments, hoary head, and waving beard 
are very suggestive of the old sea kings whose prowess made the 
navies of the Old World the object of awe and admiration. He 
is an exceedingly pleasant and entertaining old gentleman, but 
he belongs to a past age. He mounts the tripod of a revolving 
chair and stretches out the trident of Neptune over the billowy 
waves of a velvet carpet and commands his mahogany desk with 
great ability. Here he sits and figures out that it ismathematic- 
ally impossible for a boat to rise to the surface and sink again 
in ten minutes, while others are actually performing the opera- 
tion in less than ten seconds. He declares they are not more 
dangerous than mosquitoes; while Dewey declares that two of 
them would have kept him out of the harbor of Manila, and Cald- 
well declares that with one of these little submerged dynamic 
volcanoes he will agree to defend any American harbor against 
a blockading squadron and sink a new battle ship every night as 
long as they stay there. 

Remember Dewey and Caldwell fought the battle of Manila, 
and Melville is the velvet-carpet admiral who is reported recently 
as Visiting the region of the coal strike and declaring the strikers 
were all wrong in their fight against the coal syndicates, and then 
supplementing this by indorsing the scientific scheme to establish 
tubular connection with hell in order to get heat enough for our 


supply without depending on the coal mines. Verily he is a 
scientist. 


_Furthermore, Commander Wainwright, superintendent of the | 
Naval Academy, who has been experimenting with this boat for | 


the last two years, when recently before our committee, testified 


to its efficiency and declared that it had passed beyond the ex- | 








perimental stage and demonstrated its usefulness as a weapon of | 


war. He very strongly urged us to order more of these boats. 
Mr. Speaker, seven of these boats have been ordered by the 
sritish Government. One of them has been completed and ac- 
cepted by that Government, and the secretary of the British ad- 
miralty recently stated in a speech before the English Parliament 
that the Holland torpedo boat was the only one of the submarine 
type that had demonstrated its practicability. and that the British 
navy was going to continue to add them to its naval equipment. 
Although it is an American invention the English have appar- 


ently recognized its value more promptly than our own people | 


have. Furthermore, it is being sold to the English Government 
at 59.000 higher price than we have topay. It is not one of those 
things that costs more at home than abroad. 
Che London Times of May 26 had this to say: 

th Of the performances of the submarines at Barrow it must suffice to say, for 
_ px ‘sent, that they show pretty conclusively that vessels of this type are 
tt ready, within certain limits, a practicable weapon of naval warfare; that 
as I effective range of action, though still restricted. is by no means con- 
*mptible; that even when only partially submerged—in the position known 





as ‘‘awash *’—they present a very diminutive and not too vulnerable target, 
and that from this position they can disappear beneath the surface, leaving 
only the periscope visible before a 12-pounder quick-firing gun could fire 
more than two shots at them or three at the outside. What in these condi- 
tions their offensive and defensive powers may be, further experience alone 
can determine. 

But whatever they are, they are certain to be largely developed as time 
goes on just as the powers of the torpedo have been developed almost beyond 
recognition since it was first introduced. In these circumstances the time 
has surely come, as our correspondent insists, that the absurd and pendantic 
secrecy with which the submarine has been enveloped by the admiralty 
should be abandoned. It confines a knowledge of the vessel and its capaci- 
ties to a very small number of specialist officers, and it deprives all other offi 
cers in the service of invaluable opportunities of estimating its powers, pos- 
sibly of contributing materially to its further development, and certainly of 
making themselves acquainted with its use and of acquiring the art of han- 
dling it. There is, in our judgment, nothing to be gained by secrecy, and 
there is a great deal to be lost by it. In any case the time has clearly come 
when the proper place of the submarine in naval warfare should be studied 
seriously, dispassionately, and exhaustively. 

It has been too commonly assumed, perhaps, that even at its best it is 
mainly a defensive weapon limited for the most part to the defense of har- 
bors, roadsteads, and wT narrow waterways. If that were so its place in 
the naval equipment of this country would be a very subordinate one. We 
seek to command the sea; we must either command the sea or perish, and so 
long as we command the sea our ships at sea are the best defense our harbors 
and coasts can have, the only defense on which, in the long run, this country 
can surely rely. On the other hand, so far as the submarine is an offensive 
weapon—and with a radius of action of 200 miles, certain to be largely in- 
creased before long, its offensive capacity is already not to be despised—it 
becomes, as our correspondent insists, a very formidable weapon in the hands 
of a belligerent whose fleets command the seas. 

Established supremacy at sea means that the fleets of the enemy must 
seek the shelter of their own fortified ports. There they are inaccessible to 
any existing form of purely naval attack. But they are not inaccessible to 
the submarine, nor is a friendly submarine acting defensively any answer 
to or protection against hostile submarines acting offensively from the out- 
side. There is no possible recognition of friend or foe beneath the surface, 


| and the mere menace of a hostile submarine from the offing would thus go 


far to neutralize the security conferred on naval ports by submarines oper- 
ating defensively within them. From this point of view, not to mention 
others on the present occasion, the advent of the submarine in a practicable 
working form can hardly fail to open an entirely new chapter in the meth- 
ods of naval warfare. 

The submarine beat is no doubt the most striking and sensational of the 
new naval developments. 


Admiral Endicott, Commander Kimball, and Lieutenant Nixon 
strongly urge us to make this order. Here is exactly what they 
say: 

Rear-Admiral Mordecai T. Endicott, Chief of the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks, in the New York Journal, November 26, 1899, said: 

“The Holland submarine torpedo boat will revolutionize the world’s naval 
warfare. If this wonderful and invaluable invention be all that is claimed 
for it, and I have no reason to doubt the claims, the first thought is that it 
will make the American Navy the most formidable antagonist of the greater 
navies of the world. 

“The Holland boat wasa bold conception. Itsapparent success isa history- 
malet eee. It will make the harbors of the United States impregnable. 
It will a terror to the greatest ships of the present and the tremendous 
fighting machines which will be turned out in the future. 

“The perfected Holland boat will be able to blow battleships to the bot- 
tom; to enter harbors and blow up mines and fortifications. It will, by clear- 
ing a harbor of mines, let in its allied fleet to destroy a fleet which had felt 
itself secure behind a network of harbor defenses. 

“Tt will, so far as one can see at this moment, make the American Navy a 
prime factor among the nations. The Holland boat, if it prove what it bids 
fair to be, will make the navies of the world playthings in the grasp of the 
greatest naval engine in history.” 

Lieut. Commander W. W. Kimball, the commander of our torpedc-boat 
flotilla during the late war with Spain, testified before the Senate Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs: 

“Give me six Holland submarine boats, the officers and crews to be se- 
lected by me, and I will pledge my life to stand off the entire British flying 
squadron 10 miles from Sandy Hook without any aid from our fleet.” 

Lieutenant Nixon, the designer of the battle ships Jndiana and Massachu- 
setts, made the following statement: 

“T strongly urge the adoption of the submarine boat amendment. The 
value to a nation of a type of boat carrying within it such destructive power, 
and being of itself invulnerable, if —— can be delivered in so short a time, 
is so great that a fleet of such boats should be added to our Navy without 
delay,in order that the necessary experience may be had in their handling.” 


Now, in conclusion, Mr. Speaker, observe that the amendment 
only provides that these boats are to be ordered after the Secre- 
tary has accepted those now under construction—the acceptance 
of one being practically the acceptance of the others, as they are 
exact duplicates—and hence all this talk about delay is merely to 
throw dust in the eyes of the House. Every vessel built for the 
Government is delayed. Some of the battle ships are nearly two 
years behind the contract. Besides, if these boats do not come 
up to the requirements, not a one is to be ordered under this 
amendment, nor should it be. 

Let us not set our feet down on a civilian invention simply be- 
cause the glory of it does not go to an officer in uniform. Let 
us remember that the great Monitor which destroyed the Merri- 
mac was built against the protest of these conservative officers, 
who could not see any merit in the novel desigys of Timby and 
Ericsson. Lincoln had to order it built and put in commission 
over the protest of jealous officials who thought that no civilian 
could possibly know anything about naval construction. Let us 
remember that the Hotchkiss gun and Gatling gun and the 
Maxim gun are all civilian inventions, and have had to shoot 
their way into the Army and the Navy, and it is so with nearly 
every other great invention. 

Mr. Speaker, I am for the amendment and I hope it passes, 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BouTELL). Does the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. VANDIVER] renew his request to print 
additional remarks in the REcorpD? 

Mr. VANDIVER. I¢hought that was already granted. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I object, unless we extend similar permission 
to every dy. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. CLAYTON] objects. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I proposed to the gentleman from Missouri 
to accept my proposition as an amendment. 


Mr. VANDIVER. The Chair has already submitted my re- | 
I make no objection to the request of | 


quest and it was granted. 
the gentleman from Alabama. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri is 
under a misapprehension as to his request having been granted. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Let the proposition be amended in accord- 
ance with my suggestion. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I do not agree to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the REcorp. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I object. 

Mr. VANDIVER. All right. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Watson]. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, the majority of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs of the House are unalterably opposed to a fur- 
ther authorization of these boats at this time. 
idle fancy or whimsical notion that compels them to take this po- 
sition, but we believe that conclusion has been reached through 
sound reason and sound judgment. In the first place, we are op- 
posed to a further authorization of these boats at this time be- 
cause of the fact that the entire Navy Department as a unit is 
against it. The outgoing Secretary of the Navy was against it. 
The present Secretary of the Navy is against it. There is not the 
head of a bureau in the Navy Department that favors it to-day. 


There is not a chief of division in the Department who favors it | ‘ ‘ 
ents _ | of this type are susceptible, and if we are to progress in the art efforts should 


at this hour, and as the gentleman from Ohio wisely said the other 
day, this is no time to be voting upon a department things that 
it does not ask for. 

There is not a man connected with the administration of the 
Naval Bureau, with any authority to speak, who is in favor of a 
further authorization of these boats at this time, and that con- 
sideration alone ought to be sufficient to guide this House in its 
action. 

At this point I want to call attention somewhat to the insidious 


and cunning nature of the campaign that has been carried on by | 


the lobby that has invested these halls and the hotels of this 
town, and not only that, but has circulated “‘literature’’ and 
bombarded every member of this House throughout the summer 
months and the winter months and the spring months without 
cessation in regard to this very subject under discussion. 


The gentleman from Missouri | 


And it is not an | 
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They | 


| this time. 
| ment on this proposition, the statement of Admiral O’Neil, whose 


circulated a report that Admiral Dewey was in favor of this | 


torpedo boat, but they quoted only half of what that great man 
had said in regard to this proposition, and failed to give the re- 
mainder of his language. Not very long ago the chairman of our 
committee addressed a letter to Admiral Dewey, who in answer 
wrote the following: 

WASHINGTON, May 27, 1902. 


DeAR Sir: Acknowledging the receipt of your letter of the 25th instant, 
requesting my views as to the advisability of authorizing at this time the 
hase of more Holland torpedo boats, I have the honor to inclose here- 
py of a communication addressed by me, under date of May 19, to 

LOUDENSLAGER, in reply to his inquiries on this subject. If my 
in set forth in sufficient detail, I shall be most happy to 


ha co 
1. H. ¢ 


ws are not therein 








‘vr inquiries which you may wish to make. 
, yours, 
GEORGE DEWEY. 
Hon. Grorce E. Foss, 
Chairman Commitiee on Naval Affairs, House of Representatives. 
WASHINGTON, May 19, 1902. 
Hon. H. C. LOUDENSLAGER. 
Committee on Naval Affairs, House of Representatives. 
DeAR Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communi- 
cation of the 13th instant in reference to the construction of submarine boats 
of the Holland type 


Replying to your question as to whether, in view of the performances of 
the Holland and the Fulton, I adhere to the opinion expressed by me before 
your committee on April 23, 1900, respecting the value of submarine boats for 

oast and harbor defense, I have to state that my opinion on this subject has 

t been changed. 

The next two questions which you ask relate to the necessity and advisa- 
y of providing now for the construction of additional boats of the Hol- 
type. With regard to this matter, I concur with the Secretary of the 
in the opinion expressed in his letter of January 9, 1901, to your com- 
tee, to the effect that as a numberof boats of this type are now under 










m 


| 





construction, it is wise to await their completion befere providing for | 


others. 
Your fo tion is as follows: 


nse of our coasts and harbors, coaling stations, and out- 


urth que 
f 
“Ts not the def 


lying possessions by submarine boats the cheapest and most effective known 
at the present time?’ 

_T regret to say that Ido not now feel prepared to answer this question 
either affirmatively or negatively. 


The number of submarine boats which 





| best navies in all the world. 
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we have had thus far for experiment and test has been very small. Those 
now under construction should, when completed, be looked upon as the most 
improved type of submarine boat, and we shall then have a sufficient num- 
ber with which to conduct sach trials as will demonstrate the effectiveness 
of the type for further use. Should it then be decided that more are de- 
sired, their construction will not require a very long period, 


Very truly, yours, 
GEORGE DEWEY, 
Admiral of the Navy. 

And yet the Admiral of the Navy not daring to give an opinion 
on this, members arise here and claim that we need a dozen of 
these boats in order to defend the entire length of our coast. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield to the gentleman one minute more. 

Mr. WATSON. In other words, here is a man who says he 
believes itis a pretty good thing, but that until those the Govern- 
ment has already authorized have been completed, until they 


| have been turned over to the Government, until they have been 


thoroughly tested, that sound judgment and discretion and wis- 
dom will not warrant a further authorization of these boats at 
I want to read, as the opinion of the Navy Depart- 


competency no man will question, and who has charge of the 
submarine boats and is chief of ordnance. 

I know of no reason for changing the opinions expressed by me before this 
committee on January 15, 1901, with reference to submarine torpedo boats of 
the Holiand type. 

I still regard them as experimental craft, whose utility and practicability 
for efficient service has yet to be demonstrated, and I am fully convinced 
that the Government would not be justified in contracting for any more 
boats of this type until those now under contract have been completed, ac- 
cepted, and thoroughly tested, and until the Navy Department is thoroughly 
satisfied as to their utility and recommends the building of additional boats 
of this type. 

In my opinion the Holland boat does not fulfill all the necessary require. 
ments of an efficient instrument of warfare, I believe that the science of 
submarine or subsurface navigation is yet in its infancy, and that consider- 
able further development must take place before it can with propriety be 
said to have passed beyond the experimental stage. Apparently the so-called 
Holland boats have about reached the limit of development to which boats 


be made to produce, or to encourage others to produce, submarine or subsur- 
face boats having fewer limitations than the Holland boats, and thiscan only 
be done by throwing the door open to other inventors. 

I think we do not need to do more at present than to give such encourage- 
ment as will awaken an interest in the subject and induce designers and 
builders to compete with each other in producing the best type of submerg- 
ible or semisubmerged boat. 

The possible value of submarine boats in driving off a blockading fleet is 
frequently referred to, but it should be remembered that the surface torpedo 
boat has already altered the character of blockading operations, and the sub- 
marine boat, on account of its lack of speed and of its limited scope of action, 
is less to be feared than a well-handled torpedo boat of ordinary type. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that my colleague go ahead 
on his side. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 
have? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jer- 
sey has fifteen minutes remaining. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker,I yield to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. SULZER}. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, it is my opinion that our Navy is 
the pride of every American citizen. Its glory is all our own. 
From John Paul Jones to Winfield Scott Schley its every act has 
shed a sheen of greatness, a luster of grandeur on American arms, 
American manhood, and American chivalry. In all its history 
there is no blot on its bright escutcheon. It never did a dishon- 
orable thing. It never did an un-American act. It is the Ameri- 
can Navy; and when you say that, you speak of the grandest pages 
in American history. Every American citizen should and does 
take a just pride in the greatness and the heroic accomplishments 
in peace and in war of our gallant naval fleet. It is fitting that 
this is so. 

Mr. Speaker, I am now, always have been. and always expect 
to be the consistent friend and advocate of the American Navy. 
| believe in our Navy, and I believe we should have one of the 
In a Republic like ours—where 
every man is a soldier if need be—we do not need a great, threat- 
ening, standing Army, but we do need at all times, in peace as 
well as in war, a great, a formidable, a magnificent Navy. |. 

With such a Navy we need fear no foe; our seacoast towns wl! 
fear no danger; our merchant marine on the high seas will be 
safe, and our citizens in foreign lands will be amply protected. 
Such, then, briefly, is my past and present opinion, and I have 
stated it and reiterated it time and time again on the floor of this 
House. So much for that. E 

Now, sir, to the point at issue. The question before the House 
is the Senate amendment to the naval appropriation bill provid- 
ing for the construction, in the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Navy, of five additional submarine torpedo boats. Let me say * 
once that I am in favor of this amendment. I shall vote for %, 
and I hope it will ultimately be adopted. , If the Senate conferees 
will tenaciously adhere to their position and the position of the 


I would ask how much more time I 
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Senate, I feel confident the amendment can be carried. These 
submarine torpedo boats are no longer an experiment; they have 
got beyond that stage. 

They have been tried and tested, and not found wanting. They 
can do, and will do, all that has ever been claimed. To-day they 
are a demonstrated success in every way, and they are more dan- 
gerous to an enemy off the coast or near a harbor than a land 
battery, more formidable than a gunboat, and more destructive 
than a dynamite cruiser. We need these submarine torpedo 
poatsinthe Navy. Weneedmoreof them. And with acouple of 
these wonderful little engines of destruction—the very quintes- 


sence of destructive naval architecture—with a couple of these, I | 


sav. in each of our great harbors no fleet of an enemy could pos- 
sibly enter without destruction. 

They can do the work, and they do it, silently and unseen. The 
knowledge that they are in the harbor would deter the bravest 
admiral from-attempting toenter. Admiral Dewey has said that 
if the Spaniards at Manila had two of these submarine torpedo 
boats in Manila Bay he never could have taken and held Manila. 
And again the Admiral has said that with two of these craft in 
Galveston Harbor all the navies in the world could not blockade 
that place. This testimony is conclusive to me. 

These submarine torpedo boats are peculiarly constructed. 
They can dive under water and proceed under water with consid- 
erable speed and without being seen. In all their actions they 
are mysterious to the naval navigator. They strike with deadly 
effect and without warning. They can destroy in a few moments 
the greatest battle ship and the grandest cruiser. They are 
the bete noir of naval commanders, the nightmare of sea 
fighters. 

‘They are the most dangerous, destructive engines thus far 
invented in naval warfare. Admiral Endicott said regarding 
them in the New York Journal, November 26, 1899: ‘‘ The subma- 
rine torpedo boat will revolutionize the world’s naval warfare. 
If this wonderful and invaluable invention be all that is claimed 
for it, and I have no reason to doubt the claims, the first thought 
is that it will make the American Navy the most formidable an- 
tagonist of the greater navies of the world. 

‘Its apparent success is a history-making epoch. 
the harbors of the United States impregnable. 
to the greatest ships of the present and the tremendous fighting 
machines which will be turned out in the future. It will be able 
to blow battle ships to the bottom, to enter harbors and blow up 
mines and fortifications. It will, by clearing a harbor of mines, 
let in its allied fleet to destroy a fleet which had felt itself secure 
behind a network of harbor defenses. It will make the American 
Navy a prime factor among the nations. It bids fair to make the 
navies of the world playthings in the grasp of the greatest naval 
engine in history.’’ 

This is strong testimony, gentlemen, but it comes from the high- 
est naval source, and I believe it. Whocan doubt it? But there 
is more testimony along the same lines—abundant and conclusive. 
Let me for a moment read you what Rear-Admiral Jouett, who 
was with Farragut at Mobile Bay, said to the Senate Committee on 


It will make 


Naval Affairs: ‘ If [commanded a squadron that was blockading | 


a port and the enemy had half a dozen of these submarine boats, 
I would be compelled to abandon the blockade and put to sea to 
avoid destruction of my ships from an invisible source and from 
which I could not defend myself.’’ 

And Lieut. Commander W. W. Kimball, the commander of our 
torpedo-boat flotilla during the late war with Spain, testified be- 
fore the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs: ‘‘Give me six sub- 
marine boats, the officers and crews to be selected by me, and I 
will pledge my life to stand off the entire British flying squadron 
10 miles from Sandy Hook without any aid from our fleet.” 
Lewis Nixon, the designer of the battle ships Oregon, Indiana, 
and Massachusetts, says: ‘‘I strongly urge the adoption of the 
submarine boat. The value to a nation of a type of boat carry- 
ing within it such destructive power and being of itself invul- 
nerable, if they can be delivered in so short a time, is so great 
that a fleet of such boats should be added to our Navy without 
ae . In order that the necessary experience may be had in their 
landing, 

[ want no higher authority than that of Mr. Nixon. He isa 
true son of the Navy, and it has no greater friend in all the land. 
The Navy has every reason to be proud of Mr. Nixon, and Mr. 
N ixon has every reason to be proud of the Navy. 

‘hese boats are being built extensively in every foreign country, 
and we should not be lagging behind. We can build 50 of these 
submarine boats for what it costs to construct one battle ship. 
And this amendment calls for only five boats. Do not forget 
this. And these wonderful little submarine boats are to cost not 
more than $170,000 apiece, and must be approved by the Secre- 


them, 


tary of the Navy before the Government is obliged to accept 
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Listen to what Lord Brassey, the great English naval authority, 
said in a letter to the London Times, September 21, 1901: *‘ The 
building of a flotilla of submarine boats by the British Government 
meets with general approval.’’ And I could cite similar testimony 
from leading naval authorities in France, Germany, Russia, and 
Italy, all in accord, all to the same effect. England is now build- 
ing more than twice as many of these submarine boats as we are. 
We must be up to the times. 

On February 21, 1902, Mr. Arnold Forster, secretary of the 
British admiralty, used these words in the House of Commons, 
‘*Tn regard to submarine boats, we have made more progress than 

ras anticipated in the construction of those boats. The admi- 
ralty has the intention of continuing to add this type of vessel to 
the fleet.”’ 

And we must continue to add the same type to the American 
fleet. This is a matter of so little cost that to be parsimonious 
is to be criminal. Let me briefly quote now from the language 
of former Secretary of the Navy Long, before the House Com- 
mittee on April 19 last: ‘‘ I consider the submarine-boat feature 
of the Navy a very important feature indeed, morally, physic- 
ally, and in a military sense.’’ And also from that very com- 





It will be a terror | 


And | 


petent man, Rear-Admiral F. T. Bowles, Chief of the Bureau of 
Construction and Repair, who recommended at the Senate hear- 
ing, May 31, 1902, that Congress appropriate $500,000 for building 
submarine boats. Admiral Bowles has, since the House hearing, 
made personally a submerged run in the submarine boat Adder, 
built for the Government, and admits that the boat did all that 
was claimed for it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I contend, and defy successful contradiction, 
that these submarine torpedo boats are no longer experiments, 
but assured improvements in naval warfare, and the most formi- 
dable and destructive engine that has thus far been invented by 
the ingenuity of man for offensive and defensive naval opera- 
tions. The weight of experienced authority confirms this con- 
clusion, and practical trial maneuvers demonstrate it beyond 
peradventure. One submarine torpedo boat at Santiago would 
have saved the Government more than a million dollars. My 
time is almost exhausted, and in conclusion I appeal to the House 
to stand by the Senate amendment for a few more submarine 
torpedo boats for our own Navy. [Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I would ask how much time I have 
remaining on this side? 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
twelve minutes remaining. 
| Mr. FOSS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
| (Mr. TayLErR]. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I am one of those enter- 
| taining views respecting the increase and development of the 
| Navy which in some quarters have been characterized as extray- 
agant. I believe in a real development of the Navy, and that that 
| development should come promptly, but as earnest as I am in 
that belief, I am as determined in my opposition to this amend- 
ment providing for five more Holland submarine boats. I am 
| opposed to it first, because the military value of the submarine 
boats is still conjectural and entirely unsettled. I am opposed to 
| it because we already have seven of those boats under contract, 
| not one of which has yet been delivered to the Government, al- 
though due twelve months ago. Iam opposed to it because | 


The gentleman from Illinois has 





think, after having bought eight submarine boats at a very high 
price, netting a very large profit to the manufacturers, we ought 
not now to pay $100,000 more for each boat than those boats cost 
to construct. 

I am opposed to the proposition because the Navy Department, 
in every essential branch of it charged with the responsibility of 
| answering this question, is opposed to the further construction 
| of these boats until such time as we know what the seven boats 
| still undelivered will do. And Iam admonished, Mr. Speaker, 

that this Congress would do well to move more slowly when it 
| passes judgment against the conviction of our great depart- 
| ments, 
| A few weeks ago I had occasion on this floor to elaborate upon 
| that proposition, and to deveiop and demonstrate the fact that in 
| no instance where Congress had made appropriations for military 
| implements against the recommendation and over the protest of 
| the two departments has Congress ever been right, but the fact 
| has been demonstrated that the department in every instance was 
right and Congress was wrong. 
| Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
| Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Yes; with pleasure. ‘ 
Mr. VANDIVER. Will you please tell us who are the naval 


| officers who are opposed to the further construction of submarine 
boats? Are they any officers except those who tread the quarter 
deck of a velvet carpet in the office? 

Mr. FOSS. 


Admiral Dewey. 
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Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. 
be answered by the men at the head of the great bureaus of the 
Navy Department. The Secretary of the Navy who has just re- 
tired; the present Secretary of the Navy; Admiral Dewey, at the 
head of the naval board; Admiral O’Neil, at the head of the Bu- 
yeau of Ordnance; Admiral Bowles, at the head of the Bureau 
of Construction, and Admiral Melville, at the head of the Bureau of 
Engineering—those names cover all the heads of the great bureaus 
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I believe we have not to-day one-third of the naval force that 
we ought to have; and I believe in order to have an efficient Navy 
we should have one constituted of every type of modern naval] 
weapon that is known to the world. Inthis matter I am willing 
to take as the judgment of what is needed not those who sit in 
the offices at the yonder end of this oe pe who know nothing 
about the strategic and tactical strength of a naval vessel, but | 


|} am willing to take the testimony of Admiral Dewey, Admiral 


of the Navy charged with the duty of answering these questions, | 


and they are opposed to this provision. [Applause. ] 

Mr. FOSS. I suggest that my colleague go ahead. 
sumed more time than that side has. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, how much time have 
I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jer- 
sey has twelve minutes remaining. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. How much time has the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
eight minutes remaining. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 
my colleague from New Jersey [Mr. GARDNER}. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I do not know 
whether the Holland boat has been so wholly completed and per- 
fected that it can be relied upon—as some gentlemen seem to 
think it ought to be—to face tempestuous seas like a lifeboat, or 
whether it can be relied upon to go out and in a little while to 
sink the navies of the world. I do know, Mr. Speaker, that the 
last power on earth to be parsimonious at this time about any 
judicious experiment, if you please, with implements of naval 
warfare is the United States of America, and I do know that 
while gentlemen here talk about expenses and contracts, the last 


I have con- 


The gentleman from Illinois has 


I yield three minutes of my time to | 


Farquhar, Commander Wainwright, Captain Sigsbee, and of 
every naval officer who has visited and seen the operations of these 
boats. 

Mr. LASSITER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Ihave not time to yield. These men 
are the most capable, in my judgment, of deciding what is neces- 
sary for the increase of our Navy and the implements that are 
most destructive. I yield the balance of my time to my colleague 
on the committee [Mr. RoBrrtTs]. 

Mr. ROBERTS. How much time have I, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is recognized for 
six minutes. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Alabama 
told us a little while ago that he went down to Annapolis to see 
the Holland maneuver, and immediately afterwards he told us 
what the action of Congress had been heretofore in regard to 
Holland torpedo boats. He told us that two years ago the con- 
struction of eight of these boats was authorized. Well, now, if 
his observations about the maneuvers of the Holland boat were 
no more accurate than his statement about what Congress did 
two years ago, I do not think this body will attach much im- 
portance to it. Another gentleman, from Kentucky, a member 
of the committee, got up immediately after and commended the 


| gentleman from Alabama for his knowledge of what had gone 


place for this Congress to exercise parsimony is toward the Navy | 


and naval experiments, if you please to call them that. 

Why, if there be force in the arguments that are advanced here 
about building Holland boats because they are, perhaps, not ab- 
solutely perfected as implements of naval warfare had prevailed 
in the past, the Merrimac would never have gone down the 
James, the Monitor would never have appeared in Hampton 
Roads, and the modern battle ship would never have been evolved. 
Among the things we know is that the torpedo is becoming the 
most dreaded instrument of modern warfare, and whether car- 
ried over the water or through the water, or planted under the 
water, it is now and will more and more become the source of 
nightmare to every commander of a fleet ina hostile sea. If you 
want verification of that, only look at the testimony of Admiral 
Dewey, quoted here, and mark the effect that the known presence 
of two Holland boats, or two other efficient torpedo boats, in 
Manila Bay would have had on him. 

Why. think of it, Mr. Speaker. If the words of the Admiral 
import to others what they do to me, the known presence of two 
such beats in Manila Bay would have saved the fleetof Spain and 
changed the history of the world. Some gentlemen tell us that 
we have five Holland boats to protect our coast, on two oceans, 
scarcely one to a thousand miles. They must have boundless 
faith in their effectiveness. Now, if there is anything we want, 
in my judgment, in the way of implements of warfare, any- 
thing that we want to construct in time of peace, it is the most 
thorough and extended system of harbor defenses. No foreign 
foe can menace us save from the sea. We need to prepare to de- 
fend our harbors above all things else. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. FOSS. 
time on his side, inasmuch as we have already consumed more 
than he. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 
nois that he consume more of his time. 
tive side I think we ought to have the closing argument. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will suggest that the 
gentleman from Illinois has absolute control of the time. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. How much time does the gentleman 
from Illinois control? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He has nine minutes remaining. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, in regard to the increase 
of the Navy, I have during my membership of the committee 
given it some little study, and I do not always agree with those 


upon the floor of this House who are great in debate and oratory | 


and who claim to hold a hand upon our United States Treasury. 


If I remember distinctly, in the Fifty-third or the beginning of | 
the Fifty-fourth Congress opposition strong and bold was made | 
| sons why the boats have not been delivered. 


to our creating an increase of our Navy because it was not needed. 


I saw those same members later on upon the floor of this House | 


vating for $5,000,000 to be put into the hands of the President, 
the most of which was paid abroad to pay wages of workmen in 
foreigu shipyards. 


| ment. 


| ments be abated that they will not come up to them. 


on in naval matters, and reiterated that two years ago we author- 
ized eight boats. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to put the facts before this House. What 
was done? First the Holland people sold a boat to the Govern- 
That is the Holland down at Annapolis to-day. Then, 
when the Government had in its possession, with its own com- 
missioned officers, its own enlisted crew aboard, one of these tor- 
pedo vessels or submarine boats, it went on and authorized the 
construction of seven more, not eight, as those gentlemen have 
stated. But they say, ‘‘Stop right here. We have not got these 
seven delivered yet.’’ Why, Mr. Speaker, these boats are from 
92 to 99 per cent completed. One of them is right down here on 
the Potomac River, and any member of the House can go down 
and see it. 

Mr. HILL. Why do they not deliver it to the Government 
then? 

Mr. ROBERTS. I will tell the gentleman why they do not de- 
liver it. Why does not the builder of every battle ship or other 
naval vessel that is constructed deliver it to the Government the 
moment that she strikes the water? The gentleman has too much 
sense to expect that. Every delicate piece of machinery has got 
to be tuned up and put in wprking order before it can be deliv- 
ered. I sat on the piazza of my summer home last summer and 
frequently watched the maneuvers of two torpedo boats that the 
builders were trying to get into shape for their official trial. 
And they are not in shape now. They can not come up to the 
Government requirements; and I believe that unless the —. 
It is the 
same as to the construction of other vessels of the Navy as it is 


| with these torpedo boats. 


I suggest to my colleague that he consume more | 


I suggest to the gentleman from IIli- | 
As we have the affirma- | 


| another word in regard to delivery. 


Two years ago a battle ship was ordered to be built, and her 
keel has not been laid and will not be until the 4th of July. This 
talk about these boats not being delivered and let us wait until 
they are delivered and tried is useless talk. We have got one. 
We know what it will do. Our officers are practicing on it every 
day. Another is right here in the river, ready to be delivered 
within the next two or three weeks, as soon as the machinery 
shall be put in shape for her official trial. 

Mr. SULZER. Is it nota fact that if the seven boats which 


| are now under way and will be completed by the 1st of September. 


sure, are not satisfactory to the Government, the Government 
does not have to take the other five? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Yes; I was coming to that. I want to say 
Two aré being built in San 
Francisco at the Union Iron Works. They had a strike out there, 
and there was not a stroke of work done in that yard for nearly 
fourteen months on torpedo boats, battle ships, cruisers, or other 
vessels being built for the Government. That is one of the rea 
Now, all those who 
have been engaged in contracts of any sort where iron or steel 
enters into it, know that in the last year it has been almost impos 
sible, on account of the great demand for iron and steel, to have 
contracts completed in time. 








1902. 


With regard to the provisions of this particular bill I want to say 
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Another reason: This is an experimental craft, as I believe— 






that if the members of the House will read it carefully they will | why? Because under the contract they are obliged to make cer- 
| tain trials and tests before naval officers; and the manufacturer 


see that it limits the Secretary of the Navy in the contract he can 
make with the Holland Company down to this, that not one of 
these five additional boats can be contracted for until at least one 
of the seven now under contract has been accepted by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. And what does that word ‘ accepted’’ mean? 
It means that she must come to all the requirements that the 
Navy Department impose upon her, and when she comes up to 
that it is supposed to be perfect. The boats under contract are 
superior to the Holland. The gentleman from Indiana asked a 
moment ago from some member on the other side, ‘‘ Would you 
go down or want any of your friends to go down in the Holland 
boat?’? I want to say that [ have been down several times. Ido 
not neglect an opportunity to study these boats, and I feel safer 
in a Holland torpedo boat under water than I do in a torpedo-boat 
destroyer on the surface. The liability to accident is less, in my 
judgment. 

“ There is one other point I wish to refer to in the brief time at 
my disposal. The gentleman from Indiana, a member of the 


the majority of the committee was opposed to this provision. I 
challenge that statement. There has been no action of any sort 
in that committee indicating that the committee is opposed to the 
proposition under consideration. 
Mr. WATSON. Does the gentleman deny that we had a vote 
on the proposition? 
Mr. ROBERTS. 


I deny that we had a vote on the proposition 
for these five boats. 


of these boats, Lewis Nixon, wrote a letter on December 2, 1901, 
to the Navy Department asking for changes in the trials, which, 
when the Holland Company found out that the Board of Construc- 
tion had declared that it would hold them to a strict interpreta- 
tion of the contract, asked to have withdrawn from the files of 
the Department. In that letter they asked—what? Under the 
contract they are obliged to make three trials. First, a surface 
trial, and in that there is an endurance test, by which the Holland 
boat shall go at the rate of 8 knots an hour on the surface for a 
minimum of twelve hours. They ask to be relieved from that 
endurance test. They ask also to be relieved from the second 
test—i. e., an awash run; and as to the third test, the submerged 
test, to which, under the contract, they said they would subject 
every boat, and that it should make for three hours7 knots an 
hour, they asked a reduction from 7 knots to 6 knots. But, as I 
said, after they found out that the Board of Construction would 


| hold them to a strict interpretation of the contract they asked to 
Committee on Naval Affairs, made the statement on the floor that | 


Mr. WATSON. Did not we vote on the whole subject of sub- | 


marine boats? 

Mr. ROBERTS. We had a little snap game in there one day, 
and I would like to ventilate that. A certain member of the 
committee—a certain member who is very hostile to Holland 


submarine boats in the naval bill this year. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Massachusetts has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. Inow yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, this bill carries $79,000,000, and 
authorizes $40,000,000 more. 
and on account of the change in our condition it will have to be 
greater. The real wants of the Navy are enough. The subma- 
rine boats in the end may be a success, but it is not yet demon- 
strated. 
says that these contracts at this time are not expedient. 
with him, without being an expert. 
contract now not delivered. 

Now, then, I asked the chairman of that committee how 


I agree 
We have seven boats under 


withdraw their request. 
RECORD. 

Now, what have we done for the Holland Torpedo Company 
toward the encouragement of submarine navigation? We have 
given them a contract to the extent of $1,400,000. What does 
this boat cost? Our naval constructor and the chief of the Bu- 
reau of Steam Engineering say that this boat can be built with 
a handsome profit for $90,000. In my judgment this company 
has made upon every boat a profit of $100,000 at least. 

Now, what sort of a plant has thiscompany? They havea little 


I propose to put those letters in the 


| manufacturing plant, not for building boats, but simply trimming 


them up, over here on Long Island, which, on the testimony of 
the president of their company, is not valued at $50,000. They 


| will make $800,000 clean profit on these boats upon a plant worth 
boats—plumped a motion at us one day that we should have no | 


The time of the gentleman from | 


only $50,000. 
True they have, they say, a capital stock of $10,000,000, but all 
they have in sight is this little plant of $50,000. Do you not think 


| the Government has done pretty well by them? 


We are to have a great Navy, | 


Admiral Dewey, as read by the gentleman from Indiana, | 


I say to you, gentlemen, that it is best for us to goa little slow. 
What does the Secretary of the Navy say? He says, ‘‘ Finish 
those boats which you have started and see how they work.’’ 
What does Admiral Dewey say? He says, ‘‘I concur with the 
Secretary of the Navy.’’ Let us finish these boats that have been 
started. 

Let us call upon the Holland Torpedo Boat Company to come 
to time—to turn over the boats already contracted for. Let them 
turn over those boats to our naval officers, and let them experi- 
ment with the boats, and afterwards, if the boats are found to be 


| good for anything, we can give an order for more. 


long would it take to turn out a submarine boat if you had time, | 


working under stress, by one establishment, and he said three 
months. 
firms or private yards in each of which we could turn out a sub- 
marine boatin three months. Now, then, while I am for the Navy, 
I am not for improvident expenditure. Iam not for letting any 
contractor exploit his interests when it is not to our interest. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has six minutes remaining. 
_ Mr. FOSS. Mr, Speaker, I desire to say a word upon this sub- 
ject of the further authorization of more Holland torpedo boats 
at this time. We have given the Holland Company contracts 
amounting to $1,400,000, and it has never yet turned over a single 
boat that was originally designed for the Government. It is 
months and months behind its contract, and yet these people 
come here with assurance, and I may say unlimited assurance, to 
ask Congress to give them contracts for more boats when they 
have not fullfilled the contracts which have already been given 
them by the Government. 

I believe this Holland torpedo craft is still in the experimental 
stage, and I believe it why? Because they have come repeatedly 
to the Government and asked for modifications of their contract. 

| have here a list of the alterations, changes, and modifications 
which have been made in the contract from time to time. I be- 


lieve this boat is still in an experimental stage—why? Because | 


they have failed to complete their boats and have not yet turned 
a boat over to the Government. If they havea boat down here at 
the Washington Navy-Yard, why do they not turn it over to the 
Government? The Government has been waiting for it for 
months and months. But what are they doing with it? Exploit- 
ng it down here for the purpose of inducing some of you gentle- 
en to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to contract for more 
boats before they turn over those which have been already con- 


tracted for, 


There are a dozen navy-yards and 40 or 50 shipbuilding | 


Mr. ROBERTS rose. 

Mr. FOSS. Ican not yield; I have only a momeut left. Ad- 
miral O'Neil said, ‘‘I would not advocate the building of any 
more of these boats at this time.’’ Gentlemen, there will be 
plenty of time to order the construction of these boats after we 
have found out whether they are good for anything. There are 


| a number of other submarine boats in the market, and if we were 
| going to do anything in this direction, it would be infinitely better 
| for us to appropriate a fund to encourage the whole science of 


| submarine boat construction all along the line, and not 


t appro- 
priate $170,000 for each boat under circumstances like the 
present. 

Why, think of it! Would you appropriate $6,000,000 for a battle 
ship, and put it in the naval appropriation bill that that money 
should go to the Cramps, or the Newport News Company, or the 
Union Iron Works? No; youappropriate money for battle ships, 
and then you leave the matter open for competition. It is pro- 


| posed by the adoption of a Senate amendment on the naval ap- 





| propriation bill to appropriate money into the pockets of the 


Holland Torpedo Boat Company, and not leave the matter open 
for competition. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 21, 1902. 

Sir: Referring to your letter of the 16th instant, I have the honor to in- 
close herewith a copy of the last contract, bearing date August 25, 1900, with 
the Holland Torpedo Boat Company for submarine boats, together with 
statements showing the modifications suggested by the company in the 
terms of said contract from time to time, and the extensions of time granted 
and the reasons therefor. 

It has been the Department's policy to consent to alterations requested by 
the contractors, it being provided by the second clause of the contract that 
the company should bear the cost of and the responsibility for all changes sug- 
gested by it, so long as the general requirements of the plans and specifica- 
tions remain substantially the same, and the changes mentioned in the ac- 
companying memorandum relating thereto have been approved. 

Very respectfully, 
CHAS. H. DARLING, 
Acting Secretary. 


Hon. GEORGE EDMUND Foss, 5 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, House of Representatives. 
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MEMORANDUM OF CHANGES ON SUBMARINE TORPEDO BOAT ADDER. 


Rudders to be fitted with hand-actuated machinery 11, 985-E. 1 
Conning tower to be made of bronze instead of armor steel__._. 10, 871-E.8 
(See specifications 10,871-E. 4, original.) 
Gasoline tank to have acapacity of 720 gallons instead of 850 gal- 
BOON... «.snninsainiepriniliidanidlatiiaidiecdiieiazamnimaila tah March ceil cigetsiadaiiia EE iad 
Steering and diving engine to be omitted; hand gear substituted- 
Bulkhead at frame No. 38 to be omitted ...............-..---.-... 
Main ballast tank at sides of ship cut away from frames 16 to 18. 
Bulkhead on frame 18 continued up to sides of ship, conform- 
ing to shape of ballast tank at sides up to diagonal staplings-. 
5-inch ventilating tube omitted; two ventilators to be fitted 
IIE an cents civcines Shc acto an hector aii aes 11, 335-E. 4 
Change relative to use of water in air compressors for Inbrica- 
tion, change to be made after delivery, 10,974-E. 13_............. 10, 975-E. 8, 
10, 976-E. 8, 10, 977-E. 8, 10, 978-E. 8, 10, 979-E. 8, 11, 262 
Change in arrangement of flooding auxiliary ballast tank in- 
stead of a $i-inch Kingston valve located in central well dis- 
charging into the auxiliary ballast tank; propose to omit this 
valve and replace it with a 6-inch Kingston valve located in 
auxiliary ballast tank itself and operated by a lever in the up- 


10, 995-E. 17 
11, 985-E. 1 
11,062-E. 2 


vg kg a ee a eee oe ---- 10,995-E.9 
Omit the Kingston valve spouts and also the auxiliary motor 

I cusses acinineetiimeatcinseapenabaie himtitininieabendiileaaaninid 10,995-E. 12 
Change in method of operating Kingston valves from air cylin- 

ders to hand operating device. (App.) -.-..-..-...-.--..--..---- 10, 995-E. 11 
Omission of hydrometer authorized j Department. ............ 10, 995-E. 20 
Fieldpieces of armatures to be made in two pieces; marble used 

instead of slate for the instrument bases -..............--...--- 11, 548-E.1 
Change in cutting manhole in top of gasoline storage tank.-.... 12,514 


Statement showing extensions of time for completion of submarine torpedo 
boats, with the reasons for delay in construction upon which such exten- 
sions were granted. The date of contract for these ts is August 25, 1900. 

No. 3, ADDER. 
Contract date of completion, April 25, 1901; extended to May 2, 1901, on 
account of swrike of workmen; further extended to August 2, 1901, on ac- 


ount of delay in procuring new air tanks as changed, etc.; further extended | -o nitions to be laid down in the contract trials should now be determined 


to September 6, 1901, on account of strike of workmen, and further extended 
to October 21, 1901, on account of experiments on the Fulton. 
NO. 4, GRAMPUS. 
[At Union Iron Works.]} 

Contract date of completion, April 25,1901. Extended to July 25, 1901, on 
account of delay in procuring new air tanks as changed,etc. Further ex- 
tended to November 30, 1901, on account of strike of workmen. 

NO. 5, MOCCASIN. 

Contract date of completion, May 25,1901. Extended to June 1, 1901, on 
account of strike of workmen. Further extended to September 1, 1901, on 
account of delay in procuring new air tanks as changed,etc. Further ex- 
tended to October 5, 1901, on account of strike of workmen, and further ex- 
tended to October 21, 1901, on account of experiments on the Fulton. 

NO. 6, PIKE. 
[At Union [ron Works.] 
f completion, May 25,1901. Extended to August 25, 1901, 
Further ex- 





uct date « 

, account of delay in procuring new air tanks as changed, etc. 
tended to December 14, 1901, on account of strike of workmen. 
NO. 7, PORPOISE. 


Contract date of completion, June 25,1901. Extended to July 2, 1901, on 
account of strike of workmen. Further extended to October 2, 1901, on ac- 
count of delay in procuring new air tanks as changed,etc. Further extended 
to November 6, 1901, on account of strike of workmen. 

NO. 8, SHARK. 

Contract date of completion, July 25,1901. Extended to August 1, 1901, on 
account of strike of workmen. Further extended to November 1, 1901, on ac- 
countof delay in procuring new air tanks as changed,etc. Further extended 
to December 6, 1901, on account of strike of workmen. 

“he question presented of a further extension of contract time of comple- 
tion on the Adder and class on account of developments resulting from the 
experiments with the Fulton has been deferred until the result of such ex- 
periments can be fully determined. 


Grampus and Pike building at Union Iron Works, San Francisco, Cal; 
others at Nixon’s Crescent Shipyard, Elizabeth, N. J. 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 23, 1902. 
Sir: Referring to the Department's letter of the 2ist instant and to your 


request by telephone this morning relative to the submarine to 0 boats, 
the fulfillment of the contracts for their construction, and the request of the 
npany that the terms of trial be modified, I have the honor to inclose 
1erewith a copy of a communication, dated December 2, 1901, from Mr. Lewis 
Nixon, who is building for the Holland Company four submarine boats for 
the Navy, in which he explains the conditions under which the trials of such 
vessels should be made, and asks that the requirements of the contract for 
their construction be modified. 

Said letter was forwarded to the Department by the Bureau of Steam En- 
gineering by indorsement, as follows: f z 

‘‘In the opinion of this Bureau the trials should include a surface run, 
with vessel light, of 10 knots at average speed of 8 knots and a submerged 
run of 2 knots at average speed of 7 knots; the endurance in the first case to 
be twelve hours and in the second three hours 

‘“‘As this is, however, a matter of great importance the Bureau respect- 
fully recommends that it be referred to the Board of Construction for con- 
sideration.” 

As suggested by the Bureau of Steam Engineering, the matter was re- 
ferred to the Board of Construction and returned with the following recom- 
mendations, viz: 

“The Board of Construction recommends that in the trial runs of the 
submarine torpedo boats Adder, Moccasin, Shark, Porpoise, Grampus, and 
Pike the contractors be held strictly to the terms of the contract for those 
vessels, and that the question of what can be and what can not be accom- 
plished by them be left to the determination of the trial board provided for 
in the contrac 

“As to the 
ar actual run 

The company was 


cor 






+ 








ndurance tests, the Board recommends that these be made by 


rdance with its request, advised that it would be 





iven a hearing before the Board of Construction, but no hearing was had, as 
he company subsequently, December 18, requested permission to withdraw 
. ee . . i ‘a. 3 
Mr. Nixon’s!etterfrom the files of the Department, and they were notified that | 


s considered as withdrawn. Copies of the company’s request 


such letter wa 


10,995-E.15 | 





| the helmsman can 


for withdrawal of the matter and the Department's answer are forwarded 


| herewith. 


Very respectfully, 
W. H. MOODY, Secretary. 
Hon. GrorGe E. Foss, 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 
House of Representatives, 


THE CRESCENT SHIPYARD, 
Elizabeth, N. J., December 2, 1901, 
Srr: In view of the approaching trials of the U. 8. submarine boat Adder 
we deem it desirable that the conditions of trial be accurately set forth an¢ 


| understood, in order that we may prepare the vessel to meet exactly the De- 
| partment’s wishes in this respe 


act. 

We note that the contract, under the captions of “ Trials” and “ Speeds,” 
reads as follows: , 

“ Trials.—Eighth. When said submarine torpedo boats shall be completed 
in every respect and ready for delivery to the United Statesas aforesaid each 
of them shall be subjected to tests and trials to show the copatiey of mak- 
ing surface runs, awash, and submerged runs, the former of a distance of 10 
nautical miles at a speed of 7 knots an hour, and the latter for a distance of 
2 nautical miles at a speed of 7 knotsan hour. At the end of the submerged 
run a service torpedo shall be discharged, and shall strike a target 150 feet 
long by 16 feet deep, the upper edge of said target being awash and placed at 
right angles to the course. During these submerged runs the vessel shall not 
come to the surface more than three times from the time of starting unti] 
the discharge of the torpedo, the duration of each appearance not to exceed 
one minute. 

“Speed.—2. The party of the first part hereby guarantees that the speed 


| developed by said vessels upon trial under conditions prescribed by the Sec- 


retary of the Navy shall be not less than an average of 8 knots an hour when 
in the light condition, 7 knots an hour when in the awash condition, with a 
minimum endurance of twelve hours at these speeds, using only the gasoline 
engine, and 7 knots an hour when completely submerged, with a minimum 
endurance of three hours at this speed.” 

We assume that the trial tests should simulate actual service conditions as 
nearly as possible,and the runs with the Fulton have demonstrated that the 


upon. At the time the contract was drawn there had been so little discus- 
sion as to the tactical requirements of vessels of this class that the features 
necessary for military efficiency were not fully known. 

In developing the Fulton we have taken every opportunity to consult with 
naval officers of this and other Governments interested in the subject as to 
the most desirable combination of qualities in the finished boat, and we find 
it the universal opinion that somewhat different tests would better demon- 
strate the value of the vessel to the Government. 

Taking up now the contract requirements in detail, seriatim, we desire to 
discuss briefly the questions of surface, awash, and submerged runs. 

First. Surface runs.—It is to be noted thatthe contract requirements under 
the two captions referred to above, as the runs in this condition appear to be 
in conflict, one apparently calling for a surface run at a speed of 7 knots an 
hour for a distance of 10 nautical miles, and the other calling for a speed of 
8 knots an hour with a minimum endurance of twelve hours. We have no 
objection to make in connection with these requirements, but merely ask for 
an interpretation of the contract, our understanding being that we will make 
on actual trial a run of 10 nautical miles at the highest — called for—8 
knots—and that our consumption of fuel at this speed will be such as to give 
with the total fuel allowance a minimum endurance of twelve hours; that 
we believe that this will cover the 7 knots surface speed. 

Second. Awash runs.—The contract here requires a speed of 7 knots an 
hour with a minimum endurance of twelve hours, using only the gasoline 
engine. In order that this may be quite clear and definite, we recommend 
that this run be at such trim as will permit the safe use of the gasoline en- 
gine. Under this trim all the ventilators must be rigged out, and there 
must be no danger of an unexpected dive, either from a mistake on the gent 
of the crew or from unforeseen change in exterior circumstances, such as 
passing over a bar or into a sudden swell. 

As soon as we can make preliminary runs with the Adder the exact lim- 
itations will be determined, and we shall then ask that this draft be fixed as 
the proper immersion for the awash run. If, however,arun of the Fulton 
can be accepted for this determination, we are prepared to make a run at 
any time. 

Personally, I wish to say that I see no advantage in the awash run at all, 
and I think it should be eliminated from the trials. 

In this condition she makes practically as much disturbance in the water 
as in the light condition, and she can not dive instantly to avoid attack; so in 
practice the vessel will run in the light condition to her general field of ac- 
tion, and just outside the danger zone would sink to diving trim and proceed 
under the motor only. ; 

A decided objection, too, is the fact that this trim not being a diving trim, 
if the intermediate trim is insisted upon, the total time to pass from light 
condition to diving trim will be increased, and in order to reduce the time 
to the lowest limits it is probable that special arrangements for changing the 
trim would have to be introduced, thus increasing the complexity and weight 
of the boat, and to a certain extent diminishing its safety. i 

I strongly recommend that the awash run be done away with as being 4 
test serving no useful purpose. 

Third. Submerged run.—Under this head _ the contract requires that the 
vessel shall have a minimum endurance of three hours at a speed of 7 knots 
an hour and that she shall make a run of 2 nautical miles at this apes and 
at the end of the submerged run discharge a service to o which will 
strike a target 150 feet long by 16 feet deep, the upper edge of the targe 
being awash and placed at right angles to the course, The contract further 
requires that during this submerged run the vessel shall not come to the 
surface more than three times from the time of starting until the discharge 
of the torpedo, the duration of each appearance not to exceed one minute. 
We believe that this requirement does not duplicate the probable service 
conditions, in that the speed called for is higher than would be used, while 
the duration of the period of exposure is longer than would be permissible. 

The vessel as designed and built carries sufficient power to make this 
speed when submerged and to carry it for the distance prescribed by = 
contract. Such a speed, however, requires deep water to Sormep, and u e 
trim desirable for this speed is undesirable for the lower speed at, say, 
knots, suitable for water as shallow as found in the majority of harbors. 
At the higher speed the vessel rising to the surface creates a considerable 
disturbance in the water, thus attracting attention to herself and in addition 
shutting off the helmsman’s view and so increasing the period of exposure 
At the lower speed the vessel will run evenly and steadily even in shallow 
water: it will rise quietly to the surface and create so little disturbance ben 
ke his observations and dive again in a very short per! 
of time. J 

As a result of our experience with the Fulton, we are convinced that ~ 
vessel when trimmed for this speed and operated under those conditions, 
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much superior for all-around work than under the conditions necessary for 
the 7-knot apeed. This opinion is concurred in by all the experts whom we 
have been able to consult. i f : 

We therefore request that the required greek in this condition be reduced 
to 6 knots, andif this be granted, we willoffer a reduction in the permissible 
duration of appearance from one minute to thirty seconds. e may add 
with regard to this latter desirable feature, we have every reason to believe 
that we will not on trial exceed the period of exposure of fifteen seconds, as 
a recent trial of the Fulton, covering five appearances, showed an average of 
six and four-fifths seconds duration of exposure, with a maximum duration 
of eleven seconds. 

The same request, for the same reasons, is also preferred in the cases of 
the Moccasin, Porpoise,and Shark, building at the Crescent Shipyard,and the 
Grampus and Pike, building at the Union Iron Works, in San Francisco. 

In conclusion, we wish to add that we make these requests in the full con- 
fidence that essa investigation will show that the Government's inter- 
ests are not affected adversely thereby, but, on the contrary, are served. 

Very respectfully, 


LEWIS NIXON. 
Naval Constructor LAWRENCE SPEAR, U. 8. N., 
Superintending Constructor, Elizabeth, N. J. 


HOLLAND TORPEDO BOAT COMPANY, 
100 Broadway, New York City, December 18, 1901. 
Hon. Jonn D, Lona, 
Secretary of the Navy, Washington, D. C. 

Sin: We are in receipt of your letters of December 13 and 14, the letter of 
December 13 giving us permission to appear before your Board on Construc- 
tion, and we are indebted for the same. 

Since sending you our telegram and letter asking you to postpone approval 
of theopinion of the Board on Construction of Mr. Nixon’srecommendations, 
we have had a conference with Mr. Nixon, and with his consent we have 
concluded to ask that Mr. Nixon’s letter be withdrawn from the files of the 

Jepartment. 
' We desire also to state that we not only expect to comply with all of the re- 
quirements of the contract, but, in addition, to exceed them in certain impor- 
tant particulars. 
Very respectfully, 
HoLLAND ToRPEDO BoAtT COMPANY, 
ELIHU B. FROST, Secretary. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE JUDGE ADVOCATE-GENERAL, 
Washington, December 20, 1901. 
Sir: Referring to your letter of the 18th instant, with regard toappearing 
before the Board on Construction in relation to the method of trial of sub- 


marine torpedo boats, I have to inform — that your request that the mat- | 
Jepartment is regarded as complied | 


ter be withdrawn from the files of the 
with by the filing of the communication referred to. 
By direction of the Secretary. 

Very respectfully, 8. C. LEMLY, 
Judge-Advocate-General. 
Mr. Evruu B. Frost, 

Secretary Holland Torpedo Boat Company, 

100 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Foss] has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LOUDENSLAGER], that 
the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate. 

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. LOUDENSLAGER) ayes 638, noes 95. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 26 voting in favor thereof. 

So the motion of Mr. LOUDENSLAGER was rejected. 


Mr. FOSS. I ask unanimous consent that all gentlemen who | 
have spoken on this subject may have an opportunity to extend | 


their remarks in the REcorD. 

There was no objection. 

_ Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist upon 
its disagreement to amendments 92 and 93. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois, that the House further insist on its disagree- 
ment to amendments 92 and 93. 

rhe question was taken, and the motion agreed to. 

Mr. FOSS. I move that the House agree to the further con- 
ference asked for by the Senate. 

(he SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois that the House agree to a further conference 
asked for by the Senate. 

he motion was agreed to. 


the House: Messrs. Foss, Dayton, and Meyer of Louisiana, 
MEMORIAL TO ABRAHAM LINCOLN, 


Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the bill (8. 5269) providing a commission to secure plans and 
Cesigns for a monument or memorial to the memory of Abraham 
Lincs In, late President of the United States, and ask that the 
reading of the report be omitted and that the statement be read. 
. . lie SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota calls up a 
= rence report and asks unanimous consent that the reading 
of the report be omitted and thatthe statement be read. If there 
18 no objection, this course will be pursued, 

There was no objection, 





rm het - } 
the Chair announced the following conferees on the part of 


The Clerk read the statement, to be found on page 7337. 

Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the report be 
adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Minnesota, that the report be adopted. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. In pursuance of the continuing order of the 
House, the same will resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of the bill S. 2295, the Phillipine government bill, and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. GILLETT, will take the chair. 


PHILIPPINE GOVERNMENT. 


Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole for the further consideration of the bill S. 2295, Mr. Gu- 
LETT of Massachusetts in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule of the House the reading of 
the Senate bill has been waived and the reading of the House 
amendments will be in order. 

The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

THE JUDICIARY—APPEALS TO THE SUPREME COURT OF UNITED STATES. 

Sec. 4. That the supreme court, courts of first instance, and municipal 
courts of said islands shall possess and exercise jurisdiction as heretofore 
provided by said Commission, subject in all matters to such alteration and 
amendment as may be hereafter enacted by said Commission or otherwise 
enacted by law: Provided, That admiralty jurisdiction shall be in the su- 
preme court and courts of first instance until otherwise provided by Con- 
gress. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 25, page 61, beginning with the word “ by,” strike out all after and 
including said word ** by,”’ in line 25, down to and including the word * law,” 
in line 3, page 62, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“And such additional jurisdiction as may hereafter be prescribed by the 
government of said islands, subject to the power of said government to 
| change the practice and mode of procedure.” 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the para- 
graph read as it would be if the amendment were adopted. 

The Clerk reported the paragraph as it would read if the 
amendment were adopted. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. That the chief justice and associate justices of the supreme court 
shall hereafter be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate. The judges of the court of first instance shall be ap- 
pointed by the civil governor, by and with the advice and consent of said 
Commission. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
| lowing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 8, page 62, after the word “Senate,” the following: “and 
shall receive the compensation heretofore prescribed by the Philippine Com- 
mission until otherwise prescribed by Congress.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 








The committee informally rose; and Mr. BuRLEIGH having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
| Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
| passed without amendment bills of the following titles: 
H. R. 1456. An act granting a pension to William G. Miller: 
H. R. 4170. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry P. 
Macloon; 
H. R. 6009. An act granting a pension to Absolom Maynard; 
H. R. 6031. An act authorizing the payment of part of the pen- 
sion of Ira Steward to Adell Augusta Steward; 
H. R. 14042. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Edgington; 
H. R. 14206. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Moore; 
H. R. 14208. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
| ander Murdock; 
| H. R. 14656. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Scott; and 

H. R. 14802. An act for the purchase of real estate, for revenue 
and customs purposes, at Wilmington, N. C. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments a bill of the following title; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

H. R. 14244. An act authorizing the President to reserve public 

| lands and buildings in the island of Porto Rico for public uses and 
granting other public lands and buildings to the Government of 

| Porto Rico. 

' The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
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the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

S. 917. An act for the relief of John H. McLaughlin; 

S. 1206. An act for the relief of Frank J. Burrows; 

5. 3560. An act to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to promote 


ling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip 
their cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes and 
their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved March 2, 1893, and amended April 1, 1896; 

S. 4426. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to loan arms 


nected therewith; 
S. 4815. Anact to grant certain lands to the South Platte Canal 
and Reservoir Company; 


the Southeyn Appalachian Mountains, to be known as the “ Na- 
tional Anenlnchlan Forest Reserve;”’ 

S. 53829. An act authorizing the President to appoint Lieut. 
Commander William P. Randall, retired, United States Navy, a 
commander on the retired list; 


‘ . . . . . | 
S. 6016. An act for the suppression of train robbery in the Ter- | 
ritories of the United States and elsewhere, and for other pur- | 


poses: 

S. 6034. An act raising the rank of Chief Engineer David Smith 
on the retired list of the Navy; 

S. 6117. An act for the relief of George Lea Febiger; 

S. 6119. An act to authorize the Pensacola, Alabama and Ten- 
nessee Railway Company to erect, maintain, and operate a rail- 

vay bridge across the Alabama River in Wilcox County, in the 
State of Alabama; and 


S. 6270. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act making ap- | 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- | 


tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,”’ 
approved June 13, 1902. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments a bill of the following title; in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 13172. An act to ratify and confirm an agreement with 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 


amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4284) | 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief and civilization of | 


the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota,’’ approved Jan- 
uary 14, 1889. 


The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the | « : ; 
| independent, but which wasa very strong advocate of the election 


report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 


13123) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the | 


Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other 
puryp SES. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolve d, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
my ‘the bill (S. 493) to amend an act entitled “An act to establish a code 
of laws for the District of Columbia,” the same having been lost or mislaid. 

JOSEPH M. SIMMS. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report 

on the bill (S. 3360) for the promotion of First Lieut. Joseph M. 


Simms, Revenue-Cutter Service, and ask that the same, together | 


with the statement, be printed in the REcoRD. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the rules. 
The conference report is as follows: 


First 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the | 


House, and agree to the same. 
WM. P. HEPBURN, 
J.8. SHERMAN, 
W.C. ADAMSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
WM. P. FRYE, 
THOMAS 8. MARTIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The statement is as follows: 

Theact passed by the Senate authorized the advancement of Lieut. Joseph 
M. Simms, Revenue-Cutter Service, from first lieutenant to that of captain 
on “ permanent waiting orders” list, etc. 

The House of Representatives amended the act so that it “shall not in- 
crease the pay of said Simms above $1,890, the pay now allowed by law fora 
first lieutenant on the retired list.” 

In conference it was agreed to recommend to the respective Houses that 
nt tothe amendment of the House and 


WM. P. HEPBURN, 

J. 8. SHERMAN, 

W. C. ADAMSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


the Senate recede from its disegreen. 
agree to the same. 


| them their independence, retaining such coaling stations an 





| subject of the Philippines and expansion. 
| upon fifty platforms of Oregon and has made them explicit. 


; to furnish to the Senate a duplicate engrossed copy of the amend- | 


PHILIPPINE GOVERNMENT. 
The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Src. 6. That appeals may be taken from final judgments and decrees of 


. : | the supreme court of the Philippine Islands to the Supreme Court of tl 
the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by compel- i Z , os 


United States in the following cases: 

First. In all cases involving the construction of a treaty dr a statute of the 
United States. 

Second. In all cases when the amount in controversy, exclusive of interest 
and costs, is $25,000 or more. 

Third. In all cases between the government of said islands and any church, 


| religious order, or association, or dependency of any church, in respect to the 
“ . > : ; - . | ownership or administration of trust or other property. 
to the institutions having companies of the Boys’ Brigade con- | 


Such final judgments or decrees may be reviewed, revised, reversed, modi- 
fied, or affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United States on appeal or 
writ of error, in the same manner, under the same regulations, and by the 


| same procedure, as far as applicable, as the final judgments and decrees of 
M . _ | the circuit courts of the United States. 
S. 5228. An act for the purchase of a national forest reserve in | 


This section shall also apply to cases of such character now pending. 
Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, two or three weeks ago the 


| State of Oregon went Republican at the election and gave some 


an increased Republican majority, in fact, most of the State 
ticket. Nevertheless, a Democratic governor was elected. Some 
question has arisen as to how far this might indicate that the 
people of that State were not in favor of the policy of this 
bill and the policy of retaining the Philippine Islands. The plat- 
forms of the two parties were quite opposite. The platform of 
the Republican party upon that subject was as follows: 

The events of the late war with Spain carried us into the Philippine 
Islands. We hold it to be consistent with the principles of liberty and of 
our national life that the sovereignty of the United States should be main 
tained in the islands under such local self-government as the people may be 
or may become fitted to participate in. We therefore declare against ai! 
proposals looking to the retirement of the United States from the Philippine 
slands. 

The platform of the Democratic party was equally explicit. It 
is as follows: 

We believe that the true patey is to prepes the people of those islands 

1 


for self-government as speedily as possible and when so prepared to grant 


ports as may 
be necessary to protect those islands from foreign interference and to main- 


| tain our trade relations in the Orient. 


Now, the election of a Democratic governor on that platform 


| might look like a declaration in favor of the independence of the 


Philippine Islands. The increased majority, however, in favor of 
the Congressional candidate who occupied a different attitude 
would seem to be contradictory to that. I have, however, a state- 
ment of the attitude of the Democratic governor on that question. 
It is taken from the Pendleton East Oregonian, a Democratic pa- 


| per, one of the leading papers in the State, and it is copied with 


approval in the Daily Journal, published at Salem, a paper usually 


of the Democratic governor. It is published in large capitals, and 
I will read it as it is contained in that paper: 
[Pendleton East Oregonian, Democrat. } 


MR. CHAMBERLAIN’S PHILIPPINE VIEWS. 


Much has been said regarding the views of George Chamberlain on the 
He has explained his pos 
He is an ex- 
pansionist. He believes in the retention of the Philippines. He recognizes 
the validity of the title of the United States to the archipelago. He holds 
that the American nation can not shirk the responsibility of assuring the 
Filipinos a happy and fortunate future. He believes that those people 


ition 


| should be educated as rapidly as possible to the highest possible level of in- 


telligence and civilization. And that if they shailat some time in the future 


| demonstrate their ability so to do, they should be permitted to have such 


self-government as will be consistent with circumstances existing at the time 


Reading that, Mr. Chairman, I am not able to discover much 


The same will be printed under | difference between that and the Republican attitude toward the 


Philippine Islanfls. I think itis safe to say that Mr. Chamberlain 
could not have been elected in the State of Oregon, even by the 


| anne , ity 2n0 wv mo lara- 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses | very narrow plurality of 250 votes, except for some such declara 


on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 3360) for the promotion of | 
Lieut. Joseph M. Simms, Revenue-Cutter Service, having met, after | 


tion as that. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Is it not a fact that the Republicans in 


| Oregon nominated a renegade Democrat for their candidate for 


governor, and that that was one reason why he was defeated? 
Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, the Republicans of Oregon 


| nominated a Democrat who stood with the gentleman from 
| Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] and his associates some six years ago; 
| but when the Democratic party renegaded from every principle 
| it had ever professed during its whole history, he renegaded from 


that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thetime of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I do not know what were 
the principles professed by the gentleman who was defeated for 
governor of Oregon, but I know that, so far as I am concerned, | 
and the people whom I represent still adhere and cling to the 
principles of Democracy that we always have adhered to. 

Mr. TONGUE. As exemplified by Grover Cleveland? 

Mr. BARTLETT. No, sir; we cling to the principles that we 
have always clung to. Mr. Cleveland exemplified Republican 
principles, and that is the reason that we did not stick to him. 
He deserted us and went over to the Republican party. 








1902. 


Mr. TONGUE. Now, will the gentleman from Georgia yield 
to me for one question? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Oh, yes. 

Mr. TONGUE. Did Mr. Cleveland during his Administration 
as Priv sident the last time enforce a single doctrine that he had 
not puvlicly and repeatedly advocated prior to his second election 
as President, and particularly on the financial question? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Cleveland may not have, when he took 
the Executive chair on the last occasion, changed the opinions on 
the financial question that he had adhered to and expressed prior 
to that; but he did desert the platform upon which he was elected 
and to which he should have adhered in all honesty, as every man 
elected on a platform should do. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I desire to give notice that here- 
after I shall raise the point of order against any discussion of this 
character while amendments are pending. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman from Oregon started it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Of course I shall not enforce the 
rule until one gentleman on that side has had an opportunity to 
speak for five minutes on the same line. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman from Wisconsin will recog- 
nize the fact that I did not violate the rule; that it was done by a 
gentleman on his side. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I am not charging the gentleman 
from Georgia with any violation of the rule. 

Mr. CLARK. I should like to make a suggestion to my friend 
from Wisconsin; that is, that he will not gain any time by under- 
taking to cut everybody off. I want ten minutes here myself 
after a while, and I think I am entitled to it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I send an amendment to the Clerk’s desk 
and ask to have it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment pro- | 
posed by the gentleman from Georgia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“the Constitution of the United States.” 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, that will make the section 
read as amended: 
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The CHAIRMAN. , That motion is not in order. 
The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I have another amendment that I 


send up. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words “the” and “other” and the letter “s*’ from the 


word ** Moros,” in line 19, and the word * non-Christian,” in line 20 of page 
63, and insert at the end of line 19 the word “ pagan.” 


The CHAIRMAN. 


It seems that amendment which was re- 


ported and agreed to is such an amendment as the gentleman did 
not intend. 
gentleman asks unanimousconsent that the action of the committee 
in adopting the amendment be rescinded. 


The committee has adopted the amendment. The 


Is there objection? 
| After a pause.| The Chair hears none. 
The Clerk will now report the amendment numbered 2; we have 


adopted amendment numbered 1. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. 


We have adopted amendment num- 


bered 2. 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee has rescinded that adop- 
tion, and no amendment has been adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words‘ the” and “other” and the letter “s*’ from the word 
** Moros,” in line 19, and the word ** non-Christian,” in line 20 of page 63, and 
insert at the end of line 19 the word “ pagan.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Thisisamendment numbered 2. The Chair 
understands the gentleman desires it to be numbered 1. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. This is the amendment that I propose 
at this time. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 


| man from Indiana a question about this section 7 in line 10: 


And a condition of general and complete peace shall have been estab- 


| lished. 


Now, I would like to ask the gentleman this: Suppose a con- 


| dition of affairs should arise in one of the Philippine Islands like 


Amend, on page 62, by inserting in line 16, after the word “of,” the words | that which is now in the State of Rhode Island, where it is neces- 


| sary to have troops to squelch a local disturbance, as the authori- 


Src. 6. That appeals may be taken from final peteeente and decrees of | 


the supreme court of the Philippine Islands to t 
United States in the following cases: 

First. In all cases involving the construction of the Constitution of the 
United States, a treaty, or a statute of the United States. 

I would like to ask the gentléman from Wisconsin if he has any 
objection to this provision, that appeals may be taken from the 


1e Supreme Court of the | Aes ss 7 
_ | the Philippine Commission, and they are to be the judge of what 


| the condition of affairs down there shall be. 


supreme court in the Philippine Archipelago to the Supreme | 
Court of the United States on all questions involving the con- | 
struction of the Constitution of the United States, as well as | 


the construction of treaties and statutes of the United States? 
That is the purport of this amendment. Do I understand the 
gentleman from Wisconsin to say that that is objectionable? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have no objection to that 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read section 7. 

Mr. HILL. I now offer an amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have a committee amendment 
which I desire to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee amendment has preced- 
ence, 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman from Indiana will 
offer the committee amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman send the amendment 
to the desk? 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


insert at the end of line 19 the word ** pagan.” 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. The amendment is to strike out the 


ties think. Would that be considered as being ‘* complete peace ”’ 
or not? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. The question is left to the discretion of 


Mr. CLARK. Another question based on that. Do you be- 
lieve that with 1,500 or 2,000 islands over there and 6,000,000 
people, a great many of them half civilized, there will ever come 
a time of general and complete peace unless they are all killed? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. [I hope there will; I think there is sub- 
stantial peace there now. Now, I ask for action on the other 
amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the word “‘ Moros,” in line 4, page 64, and “‘or other non-Chris 


tian,” in line 5, same page, and insert in place thereof the words “ Moro or 
Pagan.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I offer another amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “shall,” in line 24, page 63, and allof line 25 
of said page and all of line 1 of page 64.and the word “Christian,” in line 2 
page 64, and insert ‘‘ cause a census of the population of such other subjects 
as he may deem desirable to be taken, under the supervision of the Director 
of the Census, of the several political subdivisions.”’ 


So that it will read: 


Shall cause a census of the population and such other subjects as he may 


iat | deem advisable to be taken of the several political subdivisions of said islands 
Strike out the words “the” and ‘“‘other” and the letter “s” from the word | 
‘‘ Moros,” in line 19, and the word “non-Christian,” in line 20 of page 63, and | 


word ‘ the,”’ in line 19, and the letter ‘‘s’’ in the word ‘‘ Moros,”’ | 


and the word ‘other,’’ in that line, and the word ‘* non-Christ- 


lan,” in line 20, so as tomake that provision read: ‘* not inhabited | 


by the Moro or pagan tribes,’’ instead of the ‘‘ Moros or other 
n n-Christian tribes.”’ 
Mr. J¢ NES of Virginia. What page is the gentleman reading? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Page 63. 


limitations of the bill. It characterizes the territory that is to be 
excluded as the Moro territory or pagan tribes, instead of Moro 
and other non-Christian tribes. 
non-Christian,’’ which seems to be objectionable to some gen- 
lemen. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. To meet the objection made by the 
gentleman from New Jersey last evening? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word of the amendment. 


This is simply a change in | 
the phraseology. . It is a more apt apd proper designation of the | 


It simply eliminates the word | 





under the supervision of the Director of the Census. 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I now send up the following amend- 
ment, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting on page 64, at the end of line 21, “Provided,'That the 
election of the Philippine assembly shall not be ordered until the census as 
herein specified has first been taken and shall have shown a total number of 
qualified electors of the said provinces to be at least 5 per cent of the total 
population thereof” 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I am unqualifiedly opposed to a 
general assembly being chosen under the terms of this bill in the 
Philippine Islands, but if I am to vote for it upon the recommen- 
dation of the committee, it does seem to me that there should be 
some stipulation as to the conditions under which the general 
assembly shall be called. I have offered this amendment, that 
before that general assembly shall be called a census shall be 
taken, as provided in the bill, and shall show a qualified electorate 
in the islands of at least 5 per cent of the total population. 

My reason for doing that is this. I know that in certain dis- 
tricts the civil government has already been instituted which 
must in the very nature of things, be a farce either from their 
standpoint, or from ours. I know of one community in a popu- 












d 
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lation of 5,000 people in which one of the military governors was 
called upon to introduce civil government. Under any and all 
of the qualifications for voters in that community, only 28 people 
could be found who could qualify as voters,and yet civil govern- 
ment was instituted. It seems to me that the percentage I have 
fixed is right, but if the rate fixed is too large,it can be cut down 
to some point, but it should be fixed before the civil government 
is instituted and a crime against civilization perpetrated by put- 
ting a civil government on a people who are incapable of exercis- 
ing it or administering it. 

Mr. Chairman, the people in the Philippine Islands are just 
what three hundred years of tyranny and despotic government 
have made them. The duty rests upon us to educate, to train, 
and to fit these people for self-government; and it seems to me— 
and I speak in all good conscience to the committee—from per- 
sonal observation, that the wisest thing we could do would be to 
maintain the insular commission as we have it to-day, and give 
self-government to municipalities only. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 
Does he not think that one of the best ways to educate these peo- 
ple in the matter of civil government is to give them an opportu- 
nity to participate in the governmental affairs of the island? 

Mr. HILL. I will answer his question by asking him another, 
Yankee fashion. Do you notthink it wise that there should be a 
foundation on which to work, and that there should be some- 
body who could apply the rule? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do, and this bill expressly provides for the 
foundation. It also throws around the legislative assembly and 
their authority such limitations as make it absolutely impossible 
for them to abuse the privilege given them in this bill. 

Mr. HILL. Iam in favor of making the limit for two or three 
reasons. In the first place, [want a Philippine bill. The Senate 
of the United States has passed a bill providing for no civil gov- 
ernment. 
can accept, which we can compromise on, we can have a bill with 
some form of civil government. Ido not believe they will abso- 
lutely recede from the position of their bill and come to a civil 
government at the discretion of Governor Taft. He urged it as 
strongly before the Senate committee as he did before the com- 
mittee of the House, and it seems to me that here is a proposition 
upon which the two bodies can unite. If the percentage is too 
large, reduce it. You can cut it down to 3 per cent or 2 per cent 
or 1 per cent if you want to. What is the ratio in this country? 
Probably 20 or 25 per cent of the population. We do not want a 
civil government established there with only a few voters from 
Manila in it. It seems to me that anything less than 5 per cent 
would be too small. It seems to me that to force a civil govern- 
ment upon them with anything less than that would be worse 
than to govern them wholly without it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
from Connecticut [Mr. Hm] has said, I desire to call attention 
to the contradicti 
contained in the arguments of others who have objected to this 
proposition. They one and all assert that they are in favor of 
civil government in the islands; but they propose to continue ab- 
solute military power. We are talking about civil government 
for the archipelago; and they propose, not to have civil govern- 
ment, but to continue arbitrary military government. Asserting 
their love for a civil government, they fight against it and en- 
deavor to defeat the attempt to establish it, notwithstanding the 
fact that the initial suggestion in this direction was that of Presi- 
dent McKinley in his dispatch, which I read the other day, to the 


“— Philippine Commission, dated May 5, 1899: 


You are author i to propose that under the military power of the Presi- 


of Congress, government of the Philippine Islands shall 
r-general appointed by the President; cabinet appointed 
ul; a general advisory council elected by the people. 
tors to be carefully considered and determined, and 
g ve absolute veto, etc. 
~~ Notwithstanding the other fact also, that the Schurman Civil 
Commission recommended an elective lower house for the Philip- 
pines, and the still further fact, that after due examination and 
consideration of the circumstances and conditions in the Philip- 
pines, the Taft Commission earnestly made the same recommenda- 
tion. The Schurman Commission, evidently anticipating such 
objections as the gentleman from Connecticut urges, say in their 


s of elec 


rnor-general to ha 
: 


w+. 
Wil. 


itleman, by the way, has just intimated that there are 

y such and all of them in Manila— 
d Filipinos, though constituting a minority, are far more nu- 
rally supposed and are scattered all over the archipel- | 


, 


e Commission desires to bear the strongest testimony to the high 


‘ 


range Of their int 


+ 
t 

al hair 

aiso to thelr 


ligence, and not only to their intellectual training, but 

rent, as well as to the grace and charm of their per- 
sonal character. These educated Filipinos, in a word, are the equals of the 
men one meets in similar vocations—law, medicine, business, etc.—in Europe 
or America. It is scarcely an exaggeration to say that these picked Filipinos 


social ret 


In reply to what the gentleman | 


ion in his argument and also to the contradiction | 
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will be of infinite value to the United States in the work of establishing and 
maintaining civil government throughout the archipelago. 

As leaders of the people they must be the chief agents in securing their 
people’s loyal obedience to the new government, to which, therefore, tho 
dictates of policy, as well as plain common sense and justice, require us to 
secure their own cordial attachment. And it has beena leading motive with 
the Commission in devising a form of government for the Philippines to 
frame one which, to the utmost extent possible, shall satisfy the views and 
aspirations of educated Filipinos. They believe that the territorial system 
herein set forth will accomplish that object, and this is a fifth and most im- 
portant reason for their conviction that the administration of the govern- 
ment will, in the proper hands, not be attended with insuperable or even 
extraordinary difficulties. 

We have the opinion of President McKinley; we have the opin- 
ion of the Schurman Commission, not a tentative opinion, but 
one earnestly set forth in their report and subsequently indorsed 
in vigorous language in the report of the Taft Commission, and 
indorsed also by the individual members of the Taft Commission, 
who have repeatedly written within the last six months urging 
that that recommendation be adopted by Congress. Moreover, 
Governor Taft, an eminent lawyer, an eminent judge, a man of 
tact and sound judgment, says that it would be acalamity to send 
him back without this provision enacted into law. 

Yet, in the opinion of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
HILL], because in some places in that archipelago there are not 
as many educated people as he would like to see there, or as he 
thinks ought to be there, therefore the recommendation of Presi- 
dent McKinley, the recommendation of the Schurman Commis- 
sion, the recommendation of the Taft Commission, and the 
personal recommendation of the president of the Commission 

| over and over again made are to be disregarded, and we are not 
| only to refuse to give them (the Filipinos) any participation it the 
central government, but, more than that, to adopt the Senate bill, 
which does not hold out even so much as a promise, or hint, or 
suggestion thatthe Filipinos shall ever be allowed a voice in their 


: 4 L | central government. 
I believe if some stipulation is made here which they 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to debate the pending 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted under the rules. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN, The motion is not permissible under the 
rule. 

Mr. COCHRAN, I call attention to the fact that up to this 
time no member on this side has spoken on this proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. A gentleman on the right of the Chair pro- 
posed an amendment in opposition to the committee. The Chair 
thought it was then fair to recognize the chairman of the com- 
mittee to oppose that amendment under the rule. Debate is now 
exhausted except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Iask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cocuran] be allowed the ten 
minutes for debate. 
| There was no objection. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, this section of the bill raises 

| the whole question that has been under discussion here for the 
past four or five days—what shall be the ultimate fate of the 
Philippines? What is to be the future of the people for whom 
we are providing a form of government, and whose lands we are 
about to hand over to the speculators and corporations? 

In the course of this discussion much that is relevant to this 
question and a great deal more that is wholly irrelevant has 
found a place in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

It has been said that the Army has been abused. This is not 
true; but were it admitted, what has that to do with the ques- 
tion concerning which political parties in this country are not in 
accord? How could it affect the merits of a measure for the gov- 
ernment of the 10,000,000 people with whose fate we are dealing? 
What light does this silly accusation against members of this 
body throw upon the great problem we are about to settle? 

It has been said that political parties forty years ago adopted 

| platforms distasteful to the chairman of the Committee on Insu- 
lar Affairs. What has that to do with the question before the 
House? The platforms cited were adopted by political parties 
when he and I were minors—when I was 16 years of age and I 
| presume he was no older. 
| When he concluded to make these 40-year-old party platforms 
| a part of his speech in defense of this measure, did he think he 
| would thereby enlighten this body or his countrymen as to 1ts 
| merits? By stirring the embers of a conflict of forty years ago 
| and endeavoring to excite the rancor of a period of civil war be- 
| tween which and us a generation lies, did he expect to help the 
| unfortunate Filipino? It discredits the advocates of a measure 
| when they must thus resort to recrimination, appeal to the pas- 
sions of the civil-war period, and seek to stir up contentions oveT 
issues long since dead and forgotten. 

It is said that certain implied obligations were imposed upo2 
us by the Paris treaty. For the purposes of this discussion, sup 
' pose this to be true. Suppose all the great commercial interes’ 
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at stake in the city of Manila were remanded to our custody and | 
protection and that we could not at the end of the war leave the provisions of the bill. 
islands to their fate and were bound to stay there, as we have, | 


this has nothing to do with the question which comes back to us 
again and again. Certainly no implied obligation to remain for- 
ever the sovereign power in the Philippines arose merely because 
Dewey’s fleet vanquished the Spanish squadron in Manila Bay. 
What is to be the ultimate fate of the Philippine islanders? 

Are the people of the Philippine Islands to be held forever in 
vassalage by the United States, or are they to be allowed to 
govern their own country? This is the question at issue, 
~ One extraordinary performance characterized the discussion of 
this bill. A speech of an hour’s duration was made by the distin- 
guished gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ae which, from begin- 
ning to end, was vociferously applauded by the gentlemen on the 
other side of this Chamber. Read that speeech and find in it, if 
you can, a word that refers to this question: 

” What are you going to do with the Philippine Islanders? Are 
you going to assert American sovereignty perpetually over their 
country? 

The argument of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. H1r1]} 
against giving them even the poor right to choose their own law- 
makers is that they are just what you would expect to find a 
people at the end of three hundred years of oppression. This is 
declaring that the fact that Spain oppressed them with alien con- 
trol for three hundred years is a fair pretext for depriving them 
perpetually of liberty and independence. Is this to be accepted 
as a statement of the Republican position? 

Accusations, recriminations, ultra professions of loyalty—these 
will not be accepted as a defense of the policy of imperialisin. 
Tribute to the flag, praise of the patriotism of the Army, reci- 
tations of the glory of the victories won by Dewey and Schley— 
not all the oratory in the repertoire of the Republican spellbind- 
ers will ever convince the American people that we are justi- 
fiable in drawing a dead line against the hopes and aspirations of 
10,000,000 of people whose only crime is a desire for the inde- 
pendence of their country. 

In order to defend the policy adopted by the McKinley Admin- 
istration and persevered in down to this time, it has been found 
necessary for almost every Republican who has addressed either 
House of Congress to deliberately misstate and falsify the facts of 
history and slander and malign the country and people against 
whose rights our hands have been raised. 

It has been repeatedly and repeatedly said on this floor that the 
Philippine Islanders are absolutely incapable of self-government. 
And yet the truth is that during the period of the Spanish occu- 
pation in the interior of the islands domestic and municipal con- 
1 was in the hands of the natives, and was never undertaken 

yy Spain. 

Furthermore, domestic and municipal controlin the Philippine 
Islands was essentially democratic, and all books of travel deal- 
ing with the Philippines, written prior to our occupation, bear 
testimony to the fact that the Filipino is a law-abiding, orderly, 
good citizen, and that peace and order and domestic felicity 
characterized their daily life, even during the turbulent periods of 
insurrection against Spain. 

What higher testimonial could be borne to the character and 
capacity of a people, although illiterate, than that borne by Dean 
Worcester to the personal peculiarities of the people of the Phil- 
ippine Islands? 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will allow me, is he talking 
for or against this amendment? Is he in favor of or against the 
legislative provision in this bill? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Is that your question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

_Mr. COCHRAN. I will treat it with that silence which its in- 
significance deserves. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is not as insignificant as the remarks of 
the gentleman. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I do not expect to descend to the level of the 
gentleman's comprehension. Dean Worcester says of the Philip- 
pine Islander that he is the most self-contained, patient, law- 
abiding creature under oppression in the world; but that when he 
does react and revolt he is the bravest of the brave. And every line 
of literature printed prior to the beginning of the crusade of the 
United States in the Philippine Islands, I care not by whom writ- 
ten, whether by American, Englishman, Spaniard, or French- 
man, bears testimony to the same effect. 

Under this bill the Filipinos are to have a legislature of their 
own choosing, but it provides that the Moros or pagans or non- 
hristians, as you term them, shall be excluded, hat does that 

each you? 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will permit me, they are not 
excluded from the provisions of this bill, The gentleman has 
not read the bill, that is all. 

Mr. COCHRAN, From the electorate, 
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Mr. TAWNEY. From the electorate, yes; but not from the 

Mr. COCHRAN. I am thankful to the gentleman. He has 
finally placed me under obligations by correcting a verbal inaccu- 
racy. They are excluded from the electorate. Well. we may 
seek to evade it, but in the long run we will be compelled to fol- 
low the example of all successful colonizing powers. We must 
finally adopt the only policy by which colonizing powers have ever 
succeeded. We must recognize the domestic institutions, and 
must even recognize the domestic vices that are ingrained. We 
can not go on turning up our noses at the Moros. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COCHRAN, I ask unanimous consent to proceed for five 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes more. Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man a question before he proceeds. On last night—— 

Mr. COCHRAN. I decline to yield. I have no time to devote 
to last night’s debate. 

Mr. LACEY, Ido not wonder that the gentleman declines to 
yield. 

Mr. COCHRAN. When I have concluded my five minutes I 
will ask an extension of time so that you can ask any question 
you please, and if that extension is granted I will yield. 

Mr. LACEY. I donot wonder that the gentleman declines. 
I give notice that [ will insert in the Recor» the things which the 
gentleman denied last night. I will prove them from the records, 
l was going to read them to him now. 

Mr. COCHRAN. In Russia, a country that has felt at liberty 
within thirty years to take up the sword in what was called 
strictly Christian warfare—warfare forthe sake of Christianity— 
the Czar recognizes Mohammedanism, a plurality of wives, and 
everything incidental to Mohammedan civilization. In India no 
domestic or traditional institution of the ancient Empire has been 
interfered with. Among the most obedient of all the Indian sub- 
jects of Great Britain in India are classes whose institutions 
would not be tolerated for a moment inside the boundaries of 
Great Britain or in her English-speaking colonies. 

Get rid of the notion that you can Americanize the Philippine 
Islands. You speak of establishing there a good government. 
Would your government be a good government for France? No. 
Could you establish it in Italy? No. Would they receive it in 
Spain? No. According to the creed of the Republicans in this 
Chamber, therefore, every one of those countries must forever 
forego any attempt to establish a republican government. 

Must institutions sounding in your beliefs, reflecting the pe- 
culiar features of your Government, or no republican institutions 
whatever, be adopted by all countries that essay the establish- 
ment of republics? Your Government isanevolution. Your re- 
publican federative system is the result of the law of necessity 
which, in the formative period of the colonies, remanded all local 
concerns to neighborhood control. 

The town meeting was not thought out in a philosophical way, 
and yet it is the integer in a system which minimizes the inter- 
ference of central power and remands to neighborhoods control 
of their own domestic affairs. A careful study of the demands 
of the Philippine Islands will satisfy any man, I care not who 
he may be, that the system of municipal government in the 
Philippine Islands was evolved from similar conditions, and, 
from the dawn of civilization there, has worked in much the 
same manner in that archipelago. , 

This is evidenced by the fact that after three years’ war be- 
tween the insurgent forces and the Spaniards, after the surrender 
of the Spaniards, who, meantime, had been driven from all parts 
of Luzon, when peace was declared in the Philippine Islands, 
what happened? Good order was immediately established all 
over Luzen. 

If these people are such as you describe this could not have oc- 
curred. Instead of peace you would have found chaos. The de- 
moralization of war was calculated to produce anarchy and chaos, 
and yet a few days after the surrender of Manila, a lieutenant of the 
Army or a cadet of the Navy traversed the island of Luzon from 
one end to the other, and in an official report to the Government, 
which has become a Government document, reported that all 
through Luzon peace and good order prevailed; that everywhere 
municipal law was being enforced; that the people were happy 
and at work, and persons and property were safe. 

Why was it? Because the democratic municipal tribunals re- 
sumed their places, just as it would be done in this country to- 
day if an invading army of occupation took its departure from 
one of the American States. Then sheriffs, judges, town coun- 
cils, and mayors would resume their official functions, and peace 
and good order would ensue, 





7406 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Now, I ask unanimous consent to proceed 
for five minutes to give my distinguished friend from Iowa an 
inning. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
that he may proceed for five minutes more. 
tion? 

A MemsBer. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I hope the gentleman will get a chance and 
I hope that he will get it some time when I am in the Hall. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I would like two or three minutes 
to call attention to some few words in this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes. 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HILL. 
we are a partisan body making partisan legislation, and consider 
the proposition before it as patriotic citizens of the United States 
of America. On page 63 I want you to consider that language. 
There is pending now an amendment that prior to the calling of 
the general assembly a census shall be taken, and at least 5 per 
cent of the population shall be found to be qualified voters, qual- 


The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
Is there objec- 


Is there objec- 


ified under all the restrictions which the committee themselves | 


Now. then, if that is not done, I want you to see just | Places differing from others that may have different institutions, 


prescribe. 
what you are doing. On page 63 the language is that the condi- 
tion precedent to the calling of a general election or assembly is 
**peace,”’ regardless of condition. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. We have 
adopted an amendment expressly providing that the President 
shall first be satisfied of the fact, and a census must be had. 

Mr. HILL. About what fact? Only the fact of peace. That 
is all. 

Mr. TAWNEY (continuing). 
taking of a census 

Mr. HILL. I object tomy time being taken by the gentleman. 
He took half of it before. 

Mr. TAWNEY. [object to the gentleman misrepresenting the 
provisions of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The language of the bill is this 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota is out of 
order. 

Mr. HILL. The minority have few enough rights as it is with- 
out having those that they have taken away from them by mem- 
bers of the committee. I want, however, to call attention to the 
language of this bill, which is as follows: 

That whenever the existing insurrection in the Philippine Islands shall 
have ceased and a condition o 
established therein and the fact shall have been certified to the President by 
the Commission, the President, upon being satisfied thereof— 


And then he must direct the 


Not of anything else; not of the conditions which obtain; not | tion ¢ 
| qualification of electors to the people of the legislative assembly 


government; not whether there is enough to have self-government | in the Philippine Islands. 


whether there are enough there to form an excuse for self- 


| will read the section. 


. 7 
from Connecticut asks 


| cation of voters. 
I want the committee to overlook the fact that | 


general and complete peace shall have been | 
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| the different States. 


JUNE 25, 


_~ 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the word “now” in line 14, page 64, and insert the words “or 
may be;” so it will read “the qualification of electors in such election sha]! 
be the same as is or may be provided by law.” 


Mr. TAWNEY. We have already provided, if the gentleman 
The qualification of electors in such elec- 
tion shall be the same as is now provided by law in case of munici- 
pal elections. 

Mr. PARKER. Yes; but I strike out the word ‘‘now”’ and 
insert the words ‘‘ or may be,’’ so as to provide for future towns 
or special cases. 

Mr. TAWNEY. “As may be.’’ That leaves it to the legisla- 
ture of the Philippine Islands hereafter to determine the qualifi- 
We expressly provide what the qualification of 
voters shall be, and that is for Congress to determine. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, the object of this amendment 
is perfectly plain. This bill has been very carefully drawn, and 
we may thank the gentlemen who have drawn it, for it has been 
drawn so as to be elastic. It does not tie things up in most par- 
ticulars that we do not understand. But at present there is an 
electoral provision made by the Commission for municipalities. 
We may find, however, that there are some provinces, tribes, and 


rovisions for the electorate, as we do in 
he present provision may turn out un- 
My 


and may need different 


workable, and may have to be changed before the census. 


_idea was that experience will be the best guide, and that the 
| qualifications of the electors should be those which may > 
n 


estab- 
lished at the time this census was taken, after care has taken 
in finding out what is needed and what is right. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, this bill now provides that 


the qualifications of electors at such elections shall be the same as 


| now provided by law in case of electors in municipal elections. 





at all, but simply that peace has been established, and then on | 
that fact being certified to the President, he shall authorize the | 
Commission to call, and the Commission shall call, a general elec- | 


tion. Now, gentlemen- 
Mr. HAMILTON. Does the gentleman take into consideration 


the fact that this territory covered by the taking of the census | 2 ’ 
| tee, is absolutely essential that it should be permanent and fixed 


has already been organized into municipalities? 

Mr. HILL. I understand that, and went through them. 

Mr. HAMILTON. And the people at those places are now 
voting? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. Then why do you oppose 5 per cent— 
that an electorate of 5 per cent shall be qualified electors before 
you call the general assembly? 

Mr. HAMILTON. We think the bill is in good form as it is. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It does not make any difference, 
under the theory in which this provision is proposed to be enacted, 
whether there are fifty or a thousand voters in the province. 


to the duty of electing a man to go to the government in Manila 
and learn civil administration, 

Mr. HILL. I want the members to vote clearly understanding 
what they are voting for. 
general assembly and the election of two Delegates to this Con- 
gress, possibly from a population which can not furnish 1 per 
cent of qualified electors under the terms which the committee 
themselves have prescribed, and the amendment which I have 
offered simply asks that you shall have 5 per cent of your popu- 
lation qualified to vote before you do this thing. Now, if you 
wish to vote for that kind of a proposition, here is your oppor- 
tunity. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Connecticut. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 


re is rovisio idi or E 
Here is a provision providing for a | Se 


That provision in this bill received the most careful consideration 
on the part of the committee at the time of its preparation, and I 
wish to state to the Committee of the Whole what the provision 
of the law now is respecting the qualification of electors. 

On the 3ist of January, 1901, the Philippine Commission en- 
acted a general law for the election of municipal officers in the 


| several municipalities in the Philippine Islands. In that act (chap- 
| ter 2, section 6) we find that the electors charged with the duty of 


choosing elective municipal officers shall be male persons 23 years 
of age or over, who have had legal residence in the municipality 
in which they exercise the right of suffrage for a period of six 
months preceding the election, and are not citizens subject to any 


| foreign power, and who are comprised in one of three classes. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this is to fix definitely and 
permanently the qualifications of those who are to choose elective 
officers of the islands. The proposed amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New Jersey is to leave the question of the future 


Mr. PARKER. No; to leave it to the Commission. There is 
no legislative assembly until one is established, and this will leave 
it to the Commission. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Commission might change it and the 


| legislative assembly hereafter might change it; and this is some- 
| thing that, in my judgment and in the judgment of the commit- 


| 
| 
| 
| 


These | 
50 ought to be educated and the people ought to be educated up | 


bya law of Congress not subject to change by a legislative assem- 
bly or by the officers of the Government itself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 8. That at the same time with the first election of members of the 
Philippine assembly, and biennially thereafter, there shall be chosen by the 
qualified voters of that part of the Philippine Islands not inhabited by Moros 
or other non-Christian tribes two veultent commissioners to the | nited 
States, who shall be entitled to an official recognition as such _by all depart- 


| ments upon presentation to the President of a certificate of election by the 
| civil governor of said islands, and the privilege of the floor of each House of 
| Congress, and each of whom shall be entitled to a salary payable monthly by 


the United States at the rate of $5,000 per annum, and $2,000 additional to 
coverall expenses: Provided, That no person shall be eligible to such election 
ualified elector of said islands, owing allegiance to the | nited 
States, and who is not 30 years of age. At the time of dividing the territory 
of said islands not inhabited by Moros or other non-Christian tribes into 4 
sembly districts the Philippine Commission shall divide the said terr!to! 
into two grand districts for the election of commissioners to the United 
States, making the population of the said two grand districts equal so far 4s 
a due regard for the convenience of the people and the divisions of the or. 
ritory among the different islands, provinces, and tribes permits. — “| 
the said two resident commissioners shall be elected by the voters of eat th ; 
said grand districts. Within ninety days after the passage of this act ~ 
Philippine Commission shall appoint two temporary commissioners ¥ - 
shall have the same qualifications, duties, and powers as those commission: 
ers for whose election provision is hereinbetore made and who and Ww 1 of 
successors shall serve until the election, qualification, and presentation 
the proper certificate to the President of commissioners duly elect: 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “ Moros or other non-Christians,” in lines 4 and 5, 
on page 64, and wherever it appears in the section, and insert ‘* Moros or 
pagans. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that this is a 
mere change in phraseology, and the Clerk be authorized to make 
the same change wherever it appears in the bill. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think this isthe only section in which | 


it appears that has not been amended, and this amendment cov- 
ers it all. 

The question was considered; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.HAMILTON. Mr. Chairman, I only wish (perhaps I ought 
to ask unanimous consent for the purpose) to supplement what 
the chairman of the committee has said with reference to the 
necessity for a eo assembly by reading from an article by 
Governor Taft in a late number of the Outlook. He says: 

We of the Commission are very earnest and sincere in our hope that at 
least the provision for the election of the epaative assembly and of the two 
delegates contained in the House bill shall be embodied in legislation. We 
think that the Filipino people would accept this provision as the most in- 
dubitable evidence of the desire of the United States that self-government 
should be given to the people in as large a measure as they are capable of 
carrying it on. 

He says, further: 

A provision of this kind would Sotrey at once the suspicions of American 
good faith, and would largely satisfy the desire for self-government of all 
but the comparatively few irreconcilables. A popular assembly would be a 
great educational school for the better class of Filipinos in actual govern- 
ment. The weakness of the educated Filipinos to-day is in their lack of prac- 
tical knowledge as to how a popular government ought to be run. They al- 
ways resort to absolutism in practical problems of government. 

Further, he says: 

Should the legislative assembly feature, which the Federal party has pe- 
titioned for— 

Referring to the Federal party of the Philippine Islands— 


which the Commission has recommended, and which the committee of the 
House has recommended, be eliminated, it will cause very serious disappoint- 
ment to the Filipino people. 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 8, page 67, after the word ‘“‘ powers.” the words “and shall 
receive the same salary and allowance for expenses.” 

Mr. GIBSON. I offer this amendment because I do not dis- 
cover in this bill any provision for the payment of the salary and 
allowances of these temporary commissioners. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. There is such provision. If the gentle- 
man will turn to lines 10, 11, and 12 on page 66 he will find this 
language: 

Each of whom shall be entitled to a werd Tr monthly by the United 


States at the rate of $5,000 per annum, and $2,000 additional to cover all ex- 
penses. 


Mr. GIBSON. That refers to the regular commissioners. not | 


the temporary commissioners; nothing is said about those. My 
amendment puts the temporary commissioners on the same basis, 
so far as salary and allowances are concerned, as the regular com- 
inissioners. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. We supposed that language applied to 
both commissions. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I accept the amendment. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, I shall trespass upon the time of the 


House for a few moments only. The charge has been made that | 
the party to which I belong and the section from which I come | 


have in this debate attacked the Army of the United States. We 
who have heard this great debate know how utterly unfounded 


that the charge is without foundation. Mr. Chairman, I am a 
Southern man, procd of my section and proud of its people, but I 
declare to you and to the world that the people of the South are, 
first of all, Americans. We contemplate the part our ancestors 
took in achieving the independence of this Republic with great 
pride. We are proud of our record in every war this country 
has ever waged. Weare hopeful of our country’s future. We are 
as loyal to the Army, as loyal to the flag, as loyal to the Union as 
any people can be. 

The United States Army, Mr. Chairman, is not a Republican 
army; it is not a Democratic army. It is the American Army. 
Our flag is not a Democratic flag, nor a Republican flag. It is 
the American flag, and the South stands ready at any moment to 
offer up the flower of its young manhood whenever the flag or the 
honor of the Republic is assailed. Now, let us see for a moment 
what has been our record in the past. 

; in the Revolutionary war there were enlisted, from first to last, 
394,302 men, The South furnished 142,095 of the soldiers of that 
immortal army—more than 35 per cent. 

on the war of 1812 there were enlisted 471,622 men, of whom 
~46,663 (more than 50 per.cent) were furnished by the South. 
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But, Mr. Chairman, listen at these figures: In the Mexican war 
the volunteer army numbered 73,776, of whom 47,649 were fur- 
nished by the Southern States, together with the State of Mis- 
souri. Whatarecord! TheSouthern States—Democratic States— 
furnished more than 64 per cent of the army which fought the 
battles of our country in that war. 

In the Spanish-American war lately ended the total enlistment 
was 230,881. The South was ready to furnish every man it was 
allowed to furnish, and several States offered troops which the 
Government could not accept. Our men numbered 60,479, more 
than 25 per cent of the entire enlistment. I know in my own 
town a young captain who raised a company of brave men and 
tendered them to his country, but owing to the fact that my State 
had furnished its full allotment the company this young man 


| raised could not find a place in the ranks of the Army. 


The war for independence could not have been won but for 


| the men of the South. You men of the North should not forget 
| this. You owe your independence, you owe the liberty you en- 


joy to-day as much to the soldiers of the South as you do and as 


| we do to the heroes of Concord and Lexington. When Republi- 





cans charge us with attacking the Army, you simply charge that 


| we are attacking ourselves. Wecan not attack the Army, if we 


were so mean, without attacking our own flesh and blood. The 
charge is a vain, impotent defense. The Army does not stand 
for cruelty, treachery, and dishonor. We defend the brave, the 
true, the humane soldiers who refuse to do these things. You 
put yourselves in the position of defending the men who disgrace 
the Army. We are willing to appeal to the country on the issue 
thus raised. 

Mr. Chairman, there are few names which spring unhidden as 
the history of the Spanish-American war passes through the mind. 

Victor Blue, a North Carolina boy, was the soldier who, at the 
peril of his life, climbed the hills around Santiago and located the 
Spanish fleet. Richmond Hobson, an Alabama boy, faced Spanish 
bullets and sunk the Merrimac. Gen. Joseph Wheeler, a Confeder- 
ate general, stubbornly refused to yield the ridge at San Juan Hill, 
and probably saved the day for American arms; and another 
Southern man, the hero of much suffering and persecution, struck 
the final blow which sunk the Spanish fleet and ended the war. 
We pour out our gratitude upon every man, whether from the 
North or the South, who fought for the honor of the flag. Palsied 
be the hand which would write one line, cloven be the tongue 
which would speak one word of injustice or abuse against the 


| boys in blue who fight under the Stars and Stripes. [Ap- 


plause. | 

Mr. Chairman, just one word more. Go with me to the Wins- 
low’s shattered deck; go with me to San Juan’s burning heights. 
What beautiful boy lies here? What fine proportioned officer in 
the uniform of a lieutenant of the American Army lies here? 
Speak, silent lips, and tell us which one of the sister States did 
yield thee up a sacrifice for thy country’s honor. The silence of 


| death has sealed thy lips, but the world shall know that the great 


State which in part I represent, in offering up Bagley and Shipp, 
was first at Santiago and first in the charge up San Juan Hill. 


| [Prolonged applause. | 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The question was taken, and the amendment agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 9. That the legislative power of the government of the Philippine 


Islands shall extend to all rightful subjects of legislation not inconsistent 
with the provisions of this act. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 


| out the last word. I take the floor for the purpose of making 


this charge is; and I believe that the people of the country know | some inquiries with reference to a few clauses and sections im- 


mediately following the one just read and including it. I would 
like to ask the chairman of the Committee on Insular Affairs 
whether this legislation, either in its operation at once or in any 
future contingency, deals with the question of the Sultan of Jolo 
and his datos and people? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, it does not in spe- 
cific terms, but it does by necessary implication. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Then I find in section 10 the 
following: 

Szc. 10. That no law shall be enacted in said islands which shall deprive 
any person of life, liberty, or property without due process of law, or deny 
to any person therein the equal protection of the laws. 

That no money shall be paid out of the treasury except in pursuance of an 
appropriation by law. 

Does this bill that you are seeking to pass provide for the pay- 
ment of the $10,000 of money that we pay to these people? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I will not be specific in my reply, 
but this does not provide for the payment of anything that we 
have already paid. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. There are annual payments to be 
made under the agreement made by General Bates with the Sultan 
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of Jolo and his datos, and in connection with that I desire to read | 
| over matters of the greatest importance, and properly so, 
| Philippine legislature touches upon the most important questions 


the third clause of that agreement, which is as follows: 


The rights and dignities of His Highness the Sultan and his datos shall be 
fully respected; the Moros shall not be interfered with on account of their 
religion; all their religious customs shall be respected, and no one shall be 
persecuted on account of his religion. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I will say in reply to the gentle- 


man from Indiana that I do not understand that General Bates, | 
| be allowed. 


an officer of the American Army, has any power to draw a war- 
rant on the treasury of the insular government. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But in the provisions of the bill 
you provide that certain laws shall be upheld by the powers that 


7 


L 


in the Philippine Islands, and which is recognized and enforced 
by the agreement of General Bates, is that which I have just read. 
Now, section 10 of that agreement provides as follows: 

Any slave in the archipelago of Jolo shall have the right to purchase free- 
dom by paying to the master the usua! market value. 

Therefore, when we come to these sections of the bill that I 


have read, and then on page 69, lines 13 to 15, that neither slavery | 


nor involuntary servitude, except as a punishment for crime | 
. ne ee | than that. 


whereof the party shall have been duly convicted, shall exist in 
said islands, and then further down at the foot of the page— 

That no law shall be made respecting an establishment of religion or pro- 
hibiting the free exercise thereof, and that the free exercise and enjoyment 
of religious profession and worship, without discrimination of preference, 
shall forever be alowed— 

I think it most pertinent to ask the chairman of the committee 
to answer as to whether the legislature under these powers granted 
shall have the right to abolish slavery in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The agreement entered into by 
General Bates with the Sultan of Jolo is not a law of the msular 
government of the Philippines. President McKinley, moreover, 
as Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy, ratified that treaty 
substantially with the exception of the clause relating to slavery, 
and he expressly disapproved that. However, the Constitution 
of the United States m the thirteenth article is expressly pro- 
hibitory of slavery in any of the Territories of the United States 
or in any place subject to its jurisdiction. This provision in the 
bill was not at all necessary, but we have put it in to make as- 
surance doubly sure, so to speak, or rather to make the bill of 
rights on its face a little more full; that is all. Article XIII of 
the Constitution of the United States abolishes slavery there, so 
far as the law can abolish it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. What is the operation of the gen- 
tleman’s bill, then, clothing the Philippine legislature with these 
powers, and providing these general provisions for the rule of 
these people—what is the operation of the gentleman’s bill with 
reference to polygamy, which confessedly exists there? Religious 





institutions are preserved; and is it provided that they shall re- | 


main intact under the Bates agreement? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Why, Mr. Chairman, we propose 
to exercise ordinary common sense in enacting legislation. We 
know that polygamy is an institution hundreds of years old there, 
and that it can not be abolished in a few days by statutory enact- 
ment any more than it could be among the Indians on our plains. 
That is to be a work of evolution. It must be a work of time 
and education and of influence to be brought to bear mwpon those 
people. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I thank the gentleman for his in- 
formation that this bill does not deal with the question of po- 
lygamy or the question of slavery. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
a moment ago contradicts his last assertion. 
does not propose to deal with slavery. There is an express pro- 
vision abolishing slavery, and the gentleman read it. That pro- 
vision, however, is unnecessary, because the Constitution of the 
United States, Article XIII, abolishes it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
man that after the passage of his bill it will be unlawful to have 
either polygamy or slavery in the Philippme Islands. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. So far as slavery is concerned, it 
is unlawful now under the Constitution of the United States. 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

The Clerk read section 10. 

Mr. PERKINS. I offer an amendment to section 10. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 69, lines 5and 6, strike out “ 
sert ‘‘ Philippine assembly.” 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to interfere 
with the committee, but I hope this amendment may be adopted. 
Under the provisions of the Constitution, it is necessary where 
any Government employee receives a present or decoration, how- 


69 Congr of the United States,” and in- 


rypecs 


ever small, from a foreign government, that he must obtain the | 


permission of Congress before he can accept it. 


The gentleman’s own quotation | 
He says the bill | 





Then I understand the gentle- | 








Now, this bill invests im the Philippine legislature the contro] 
The 


of legislation and finance. Yet if some clerk in some office in the 
Philippines receives the red ribbon of the Legion of Honor from 
the Government of France he must come 10,000 miles to the Con- 
gress of the United States to say whether in its wisdom that shall 
It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this must have 
been left in the bill by the committee inadvertently, and cer- 


| tainly they can not regard these tuppenny bills with which we 


are disturbed, even in our own country, of such importance that 


: ; 5 ; re | is a is alone s » take rr e jurisdiction « , 
you clothe this legislature with, and one of the laws now existing | this and this alone should be taken from the jurisdiction of th 


Philippine legislature and sent. to the Congress of the United 
States at Washington to be passed upon. I hope this amendment 
will be adopted by the committee. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, the committee 
can not accept that. I know, and so do the other members of 
the Insular Committee, that the Philitppme Commission do not 
want any such authority vested in them. They want it to come 
10,000 miles, and they would be glad if it could come thore miles 


Mr. PAYNE. Congress never delegated that power to a Ter- 
ritorial legislature. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No; Congress never delegated 


| that power to a Territorial legislature. 





The gentleman from New York offers an | 
| an amendment pend: 


Mr. PAYNE. AndaState can not authorize it under the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No; nor a Territory either. 

Mr. PERKINS. But this is neither a State nor a Territory. 

The amendment was rejected. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. CAPRON having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment a bill of 
the following title: 

H. R. 12205. An act to provide for circuit and district courts of 
the United States at Valdosta, Ga. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes o! 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 8327) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the protection 
of the lives of miners in the Territories.” 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentativesto return to the Senate the bill (S. 3560) to amend an act entitled 
‘“‘An act to promote the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by 
compelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip their 
ears with automatic couplers and continuous brakes and their locomotives 
with driving-wheel brakes, and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1893, 
and amended April 1, 1896. 


PHILIPPINE GOVERNMENT. 
The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
CITIZENSHIP. 
Sze. ll. That all inhabitants continuing to reside in the Philippine Islands 


| who were Spanish subjects on the Iith day of April, in the year 1509, and the! 


resided therein, and their children born subsequent thereto, shall be deemed 
and held to be citizens of said islands except such as shall have elected to 
preserve their allegiance to the Crown of Spain, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the treaty of peace concluded between the United Statesand Spain 
on the Iith day of April, in the year 1899; and they, together with citizens of 
the United States who reside in said islands, shall constitute a body politic 
under the name of ‘‘ The people of the Philippine Islands.” 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I think thisis a some- 
what remarkable provision relative to citizenship im the Philip- 
pine Islands. It will be observed that it makes all persons who 
were Spanish subjects in the islands at a certain time, and their 
children, citizens of those islands. It does not say whether they 
shall be citizens of the United States or not. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Aparliamentary inquiry. 
ment pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is speaking by wnanimous 
consent. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
unanimous consent to talk a little while. 
word to say about this measure until now. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I simply wanted to know whether there was 
ing. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I desire to ask unanimons consent, 
and if anybody wants to object I shall not insist. : 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman say how much time’ 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. About ten mimates, I think. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unatl- 
mous consent that he may proceed for ten minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.]| The Chair hears nome. : 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Chairman, I take it that 
there were a great many people in the Philippine Islands on the 


Is there an amend- 


Mr. Chairman, I am going to ask 
I have not had one 











1902. 


—_—_—_—_— 


| 


1 ‘ . . e | 
iith day of April, 1899, who were not Spanish subjects; and if so, | 


neither they or their children will, under this provision, be held 
to be citizens of those islands. 
that it makes citizens of the United States residing in the Philip- 
pine Islands citizens of those islands. Now, this question, Mr. 
Chairman, of citizenship has been one of the troublesome phases 
about this entire Philippine question. 
that all *‘ persons born or naturalized within the United States ’”’ 
shall be citizens of the United States. 

Now, evidently, these people in the Philippine Islands were not 
born within the United States, and hence are not citizens under 
that clause of the Constitution. But that other clause, that says 
that all persons naturalized within the United States shall be 
citizens of the United States, makes this a very troublesome 
question with which the American people have to deal. The 
question of naturalization arises. Are the Filipinos citizens of 
the United States by naturalization? Thisis not only an intensely 
interesting but to us a vitally important inquiry, and one that 
must be answered in the near future. 

This leads naturally to the inquiry as to what naturalization is 


and how it may be effected. The authorities touching these | 


points are so thoroughly in accord that there is but little if -any- 
thing to be gained by comment. 
reading a few extracts. Vattel,onthe Law of Nations, page 101, 
Says: 

A nation or the sovereign who represents it may grant to a foreigner the 
ality of citizen by admitting him into the body of the political society. 

; is called naturalization. 
Cooley, in his Principles of Constitutional Law, on page 79, 


Another phase of this section is | 
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These methods are also recognized in the case of the United 
States v. Wong Kim Ark (169 U. S., pp. 702 and 703), where it is 
said: 

A person born out of the jurisdiction of the United States can only become 
a citizen by being naturalized, either by treaties, as in case of the annexation 


| of foreign territory, or by authority of Congress exercised either by declar 


| poses thata country may DORsuneeD Eee one Pury: se and foreign for an 


-~ : | ing certain classes of persons to be citizens in the enactments conferring citi 
Our Constitution provides | zen ~ 


zenship upon foreign-born children of citizens or by enabling foreigners in 
dividually to become citizens by proceedings in the judicial tribunals, as in 
the ordinary provision of the naturalization acts. 

Not only this, but in the recent case known as the Foerteen 
Diamond Rings case the Supreme Court of the United States has 
at least very broadly intimated that such would be its holding 
when the question arises, if ever, before that court. In this case, 
referring to De Lima v. Bidwell, they say: 

The theory that a country remains foreign with respect to the tariff laws 
until Congress has acted by embracing it within the customs union presup 






It may undoubtedly become necessary for the adequate administration of a 


| domestic territory to pass a special act providing the proper machinery and 
| officers, as the President would have no authority, except under the wai 


Hence I shall be content with | 


power, to administer it himself; but no act is necessary to make it dome 
territory if once it has been ceded to the United States. * * * This 
also presupposes that territory may be held indefinitely by the United § 
that it may be treated in every particular, except for tariff purpo 
mestic territory; that laws may be enacted and enforced by offic rs of t 
United States sent there for that purpose; that insurrections may be 

pressed, wars carried on, revenues collected, taxes imposed; in short 











| everything may be done which a government can do within its own bounda 


| occ 


Vaturalization is the act by which the rights, privileges, and immunities | 


( tizenship are conferred upon a person born alien. 

It is also said by Mr. Rawle: 

Nat ization is but a mode of acquiring the right subject to the duties 
of a citizen; it is the factitious substitution of legal form for actual birth, 
et Rawle, on the Constitution, 91.) 

The next point in the orderly investigation of the matter is to 
ascertain how this change from alien to citizen may be accom- 
plished. While it is true that there is a general uniform mode of 
naturalization provided in the statute of the United States, this 
system was manifestly enacted with reference to individual and 
not collective naturalization. It could not in the nature of things 
be held applicable to the incorporation into our citizenship of 
large bodies of aliens residing in territory acquired by conquest 
It has without doubt been the general practice in 








or treaty. 


Spain the sum of 


ries, and yet that the territory may still remain a foreign country 

That this state of things may continue for years, for a century even, but 
that until Congress enacts otherwise it still remainsa foreign country. To 
hold that this can be done asa matter of law we deem to be pure judicial 
legislation. We find no warrant for it in the Constitution or in the powers 
conferred upon this court. It is true that the nonaction of Congr may 
asion a temporary inconvenience; but it does not follow that courts of 
justice are authorized to remedy it by inverting the ordinary meanimg of the 
word. 

No reason is perceived for any different ruling as to the Philippines. By 
the third article of the treaty, Spain ceded to the United States “the archi- 
pelago known as the Philippine Islands,”’ and the United States agreed to pay 

20,000,000 within three months. 

The treaty was ratified; Congress appropriated the money; the ratifica- 
tion was proclaimed. The treaty-making power, the executive power, the 
legislative power concurred in the completion of the transaction. 

The Philippines thereby ceased, in the language of the treaty, ‘‘ to be Span- 
ish.”’ Ceasing to be Spanish, they ceased to be foreign country. They came 
under the complete and absolute sovereignty and dominion of the United 
States, and so became territory of the United States over which civil govern- 


rr 








€ 











| ment could be established. The result was the same, although there was no 


negotiating treaties of cession with other nations for this Gov- | 
ernment to permit some definite provision in the articles for the | 


adoption into the family of this nation the inhabitants of the 
country ceded by the treaty, but there can be no grave doubt but 


that such custom has been indulged as a courtesy with a view to | 
| of title had existed for a long series of years prior to the war with the United 


quieting the apprehension of the masses of such population with 


respect to the legal effect of a transfer of sovereignty rather than | 


for any substantial purpose to be accomplished by it. 

It would seem to be a just and reasonable doctrine that holds 
that the transfer of the sovereignty of a country to the United 
States operates to make the citizens of such country citizens of 
the United States, unless they elect toavoidit byremoval. There 


is, at least, very good authority for believing that such isethe | 


prevalent rule. 
In the case of the American Insurance Company v. Canter (1 
Pet., 511) Chief Justice Marshall used this language: 
_ The treaty is the law of the land, and admits the inhabitants of Florida to 
he enjoyments of the privileges, rights, and immunities of the citizens of 
United States. It is unnecessary to inquire whether this is not their con- 
d 1 independent of the stipulations. They do not, however, participate 
litical power; they do not share in the Government until Florida be- 


a State 


+ 


Ty 


— e.e . ° ° 
ige Cooley states the proposition in this way, to wit: 
] ge upon individuals named; second, by proceedings under general 


« upon themselves the obligations of citizenship; third, by the acquisition 
United States of foreign territory with its people, who thereby become 
ns of the United States. (Cooley’s Prin. Const. Law, p. 254.) 
ittel, in the Law of Nations, page 388, speaking of the effect of 
conquest upon the right and status of the citizens of the con- 
quered territory, says: 

B iCat present war is less dreadful in its consequences to the subject; mat- 
‘re conducted with more humanity; one sovereign makes war against 
ler sovereign and not against the unarmed citizens. * * * They suf- 

: indirectly by the war; and the conquest only subjects them to a new 

_. he principle so distinctly stated in these excerpts has in ex- 

phcit terms been sanctioned by the Supreme Court of the United 


states j 1 PAS 2 ‘ ‘ ‘ a6 . . 
"tates In the case of Boyd v. Thayer (143 U. 8., p. 162), where it 
is Sal: 

M anifestly the nationality of the inhabitants of territory acquired by con- 
(mest or cession becomes that of the government under whose Soonteden they 


‘ subiec : ol : : s 5 : 
ality. Le weet to the right of election on their part to retain their own nation- 
y removal or otherwise, as may be provided. 


XXXV—464 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





whereby individuals severally renounce any foreign allegiance and | 


stipulation that the native inhabitants should be incorporated into the body 
politic and none securing to them the right to choose their nationality 
Their allegiance became due to the Unitec 
to its protection. 

It is further contended that a distinction exists in that while complete 
possession of Porto Rico was taken by the United States, this was not so as 
to the Philippines, because of the armed resistance of the native inhabitants 
to a greater or less extent. 

We must decline to assume that the Government wishes thus to disparage 
the title of the United States or to place itself in the position of waging a 
war of conquest. 

The sovereignty of Spain over the Philippines and possession under claim 


States, and they became entitled 


States. The fact that there were insurrections against her or that uncivil 
ized tribes may have defied her will not affect the validity of her title. She 


| granted the islands to the United States, and the grantee in accepting them 


took nothing less than the whole grant. 

If those in insurrection against Spain continued in insurrection agai 
the United States, the legal title and possession of the latter remained un 
affected. 

We do not understand that it is claimed that in carrying on the pending 
hostilities the Government is seeking to subjugate the — of a foreign 
country, but, on the contrary, that itis preserving order and suppressing in 
surrection in territory of the United States. It follows that the possession 









| of the United States is adequate possession under legal title, and this can not 


be asserted for one purpose and denied for another. We dismiss the sug- 
gested distinction as untenable. 

That is the doctrine laid down by the Supreme Court of the 
United States—that the allegiance of the Filipinos became due to 
the United States and they were entitled to the protection of the 
United States Government. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me the 
merest absurdity to assert that any people any where can owe per- 


. - | « > alifie * CF} a > . ar > P he 
‘aturalization may be effected, first, by special law which confers this | ™@2¢ nt and unqualified allegiance to the Government of th 


United States without being, in the full and complete sense of 
the term, citizens of the United States. If, then, the effect of the 


| acquisition of the islands has been to bring their inhabitants into 


1 


the body of American citizenship, those who were so enthusias 
tically for the scheme will no doubt live to see its disastrous re- 
sults to the country. [Applause. } 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read 
follows: 

FRANCHISES 

Sec. 13. That the government of the Philippine Islands may gr: 
chises, privileges, and concessions, including the authority to exer ! 
right of eminent domain, for the construction and operation of works of 
public utility and service, including railroads, telephone and telegraph lines, 
and electric-light lines, and may authorize said works to be constructed and 
maintained over and across the public property of the United States, inclu: 
ing streets, highways, squares, and reservations, and over similar pr: / 
of the government of said islands,and may adopt rules and regulations under 
which the provincial and municipal governments of said islands may grant 
the right to use and occupy such public property belonging to said provinces 
or municipalities: Provided, however, That such authcrity to take and occupy 
land shall not authorize the taking, use, or occupation of any land except 
such as is required for the actual necessary purposes for which the franchise 
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is granted. and that no such franchise, 


potets e, or concession shall be 
granted to any corporation except under t 


1e conditions that it shall be sub- 
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ject to amendment, alteration, or — by the Congress of the United States, | 


and that lands or rights of use and occupation of lands thus granted shall 
revert to the governments by which they were respectively granted upon 
the termination of the franchises and concessions under which they were 
granted, or upon their revocation or repeal. That all franchises, 
or concessions granted under this act shall forbid the issue of stock or bonds, 
except in exchange for actual cash or for property at a fair valuation equal 
to the par value of the stock or bonds so issued; shall forbid the declaring of 
stock or bond dividends, and, in the case of public-service ners rations, shall 
provide for the effective regulation of the charges thereof and for the official 
inspection and regulation of the books and accounts of such corporations, 
and for the payment of a reasonable percentage of gross earnings or of net 
profits into the treasury of said islands or of the province or the municipality 
within which such franchises are granted and exercised. 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. This section of the bill brings attention to the only incen- 


tive that could possibly actuate an intelligent government in this | 


Pe vileges, | 
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four years by the United States, necessarily property values have 
suffered, and the islands will be easy prey for any hands that 
may choose to seize them. In this statute is the basis by which 


_ corporations already formed for the purpose of seizing the forests 


| 


may also seize the agricultural lands. 

Unhappy is the country whose development and progress de- 
pend uyon the class of men who have stood at the elbow of the 
American Administration during the period of this controversy, 
In 1896, for the first time, the initiative in everything in this 


| country was placed in the hands of men who regard the exploita- 


country to annex and permanently exercise control over the Phil- | 


ippine Islands. There is no pretense that any considerable num- 
ber of Americans will ever attempt to establish themselves in the 
Philippine Islands, as they have in other territory acquired by 
this Government. There is not a farmer probably in all this 
broad land who contemplates that he or his children will at any 
time go to the Philippine Islands to build a home or that other 
Americans will go there and establish a community. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order 
that the gentleman is not discussing the amendment, or any 
amendment. I think the committee owes it to the House to insist 
on the observance of the rules to a reasonable extent, at least. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Iam going to discuss the proposition con- 
tained in this bill of granting franchises for the exploitation of 
the agricultural lands of these Filipinos. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I understood the gentleman to move to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Is it understood that the pro forma amend- 
ments usually made as the basis of debate under the five-minute 
rule are prohibited during the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Notwithstanding that. Mr. Chairman, 
I insist on the point of order. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Then I move to strike out the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri withdraws 
his pro forma amendment and moves to strike out the section. 
Without objection, the pro forma amendment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Nowhere in the world are the great powers 
devouring weak nations for any purpose except robbery. All the 
bloody wars of the past ten years have had their origin in avarice. 
If we seek the cause of the destruction of the Boer Republics, we 
find it in the gold mines and the diamond fields of South Africa. 
If we seek the cause of the destruction of Madagascar by France, 
we find it in the rubber forests which abound on that beautiful 
island. If we seek the cause of the recent bloody affrays in 
China, we find it in the desire of the foreign stockjobbers and 
speculators to invade that great Empire and exploit its resources. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. COCHRAN. If my time can be extended. 
five minutes and I want to occupy that myself. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I will get the gentleman’s time 
extended if he needs it. Does not the gentleman know that he 
assumes the whole case when he says that this provision provides 
for the exploitation, when as matter of fact it is as strictly drawn 
if not more strictly drawn than the franchise law of Missouri, 
and your legislation allows you to exploit your State? How in 
the world can the Philippine Islands be exploited under the strict- 
est franchise law ever enacted in the United States? 

Mr. COCHRAN. The more pity it is that under the loosely 
drawn corporation laws of the State of Missouri the natural de- 
posits and resources of that State are to be made the means of 
building up the fortunes of men remote from the boundaries 
of the State. Our coal mines and the zinc and lead deposits of 
southwest Missouri are to be overcapitalized, as railroads once 
owned by the State have been. Innumerable corporations own 
and have overcapitalized our municipal utilities. Thus what 
ought to enrich our Commonwealth and people is to become a 
drain upon the resources of the State. 

Iladmit that loosely drawnand poorly enforced corporation laws 
have made it possible for speculators, stock jobbers, and pro- 
moters to do violence to the best interests of the people of my 


I have only 


State. 

This bill authorizes corporaticus to acquire agricultural lands 
in the Philippine Islands. What will be the fate of the Philip- 
pine Islands if great sugar-planting corporations shall acquire 
there for a song, as they can, vast holdings which hitherto have 
been cultivated by the natives? As the result of the demoraliza- 


tion of prices and the collapse of values caused by three years of 
insurrection against Spain and a war of conquest carried on for | 


tion of property through the medium of corporations as every- 
thing, and the general prosperity and felicity of the masses as 
nothing. There is not a line ix this statute limiting land grab 
bing by corporations. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Has the gentleman read the section? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And you make that statement after read- 
ing it? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I make the statement after reading it that 
there is not a limitation here that can not be found in statutes of 
American States; and I defy you to point me toa line in the stat- 
utes of those States that has been executed or enforced in any 


| degree to prevent it. 


Will the gentleman kindly print those two 
They will speak for 


Mr. TAWNEY. 
sections in connection with his speech? 
themselves. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Iam getting right to them now. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman said that we 
could not point out the provision in this bill which could not be 


| found in some of the statutes of some of the States. 


Mr. COCHRAN. I say so, substantially. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman kindly indi- 
cate in what statute of what State the clause is found which I 
read from page 72 of this bill, beginning at line 14? 

And this provision shall be held to prevent any member of a corporation 
engaged in agriculture from being in any wise interested in any other cor 
poration engaged in agriculture. 

That is not found in any other statute in the United States 
The subcommittee, consisting of Mr. Moody, now Secretary of the 
Navy, the gentleman from Indiana |[Mr. CRUMPACKER], and my- 
self, were the authors of it. 

Mr. COCHRAN. The preceding line provides that no corpora- 
tion may acquire over 5,000 acres of land. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. But will the gentleman acknow]l- 
edge that he was mistaken? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Do you call a tract of 5,000 acres a ‘‘ farm?’ 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman acknowledge 
that he was mistaken a moment ago when he challenged us to 
point out a clause in this franchise law which could not be found 
in some statute of some State of this Union? Was the gentleman 
mistaken or not? 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. COCHRAN. I ask unanimous consent that my time be 
extended to ten minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iobject to ten minutes; I will not object to 
five. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the gentle- 
man’s time for five minutes? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. COCHRAN. Now, let us see what some of the restrictive 
features of State legislation are and how far they have been en- 
forced. I tell you the only way to prevent the exploitation of 
these lands is to prohibit corporations from owning agricultural 
lands. I lay it down as a proposition confirmed by the observa- 
tion of every American citizen who has thought the matter over 
that no corporation ought to be allowed to own land in excess of 
that needed for its corporate purposes, its offices, its factories. 
and the like; and no corporation on this earth ought to be allowe! 
to own agricultural land and operate it for a profit. I say that 
this bill authorizes corporations to own agricultural lands and 
imposes substantially no limitations upon their acquisitions. 

I said I would call attention to some State laws and show how 
they have been enforced. Rigid laws to prohibit injurious cor- 
poration ownership of natural resources exist in several of the 
States in the form of statutes prohibiting railroad companies from 
owning coal mines. They have one in Kansas. It was intended 
to prevent the Santa Fe Railroad Company from monopolizing 
the mines of that State. Did it do it? 

Inside corporations and cliques were formed which bought up 
all the coal mines on the line, not only in Kansas, but in C: lorado 
and New Mexico, and established an absolute, iron-clad monopoly 
of the fuel supply of a vast area of country. And in what respect 
is the coal-mining corporation separate from the railroad com- 
pany? At the capital of that State, within the very shadow 0! 
the dome of the capitol, is a great building ostensibly occupied as 
the general offices of the Santa Fe Railroad Company, but the 
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floor space occupied by the coal-mining company is as great as | 
that oceupied by the railroad company. The ownership of the 
mines and of the railroad is in fact the same. 

You can not find on the statute books of any State a more 
stringent law than this Kansas law. I have never looked at it, 
but 1 understand that Pennsylvania has a statute equally strin- 
cent, and yet a railroad company in that State monopolizes the | 
only anthracite coal fields in the United States, and there is no 
pretense but that it absolutely controls and dictates the price of | 
that commodity from one end of the country to the other. 

This statute is objectionable in many respects, but the fact that 
it authorizes corporations to acquire the lands of the Philippine 
Islands renders it infamous. The natives can look forward to 
success in no calling except agriculture for years and years to 
come. The land is their only hope. 

The elaborate provisions for the welfare of corporations con- | 
tained in this measure are sufficient to expose to the country the | 
shallowness of the pretense that we are laboring solely for the | 
welfare of the Philippines. Why not drop all disguises and ad- | 
mit that we are doing what Russia is doing in Manchuria, what | 
England has done in Egypt and South Africa, what France is do- 
ing in Madagascar, preferring to turn over to corporations the | 
natural resources of a country to which we have only the bloody 
title of a conqueror? 

Is there an American citizen who does not know that if there | 
were nothing in South Africa worth stealing, the two republics 
that have just been strangled, instead of being vassal states would | 
to-day be independent governments? Do you doubt that it was 
the belief that China has vast resources and mineral deposits | 
which may be profitably exploited that led the German Emperor | 
and later Russia and France to seize Chinese seaports and excite 
an insurrection which culminated in the horrors which recently | 

| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





shocked the world? 

At every step in the programme of conquest to which the Re- 
publican party has committed the country the American people 
are called upon to say whether we, like the land-grabbing nations 
of the Old World, are henceforth to act uponthe theory that com- 
merce, plunder, and booty are everything and the rights of hu- 
manity as nothing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 14. That no corporation shall be authorized to conduct the business of | 
buying and seliing real estate or be permitted to hold or own real estate ex- 
cept such as may be reasonably necessary to enable it to carry out the pur- 
poses for which it is created, and every corporation authorized to engage in 
agriculture shall by its charter be restricted to the ownership and control of 
not to exceed 2,000 hectares (a) of land; and this provision shall be held to 
prevent any member of a corporation engaged in agriculture from being in 
any wise interested in any other corporation engaged in agriculture. Corpo- 
rations, however, may loan funds upon real-estate security and purchase | 
real &state when necessarv for the collection of loans, but they shall dispose | 
of real estate so obtained within five years after receiving the title. Corpo- 
rations not organized in the Philippine Islands, and doing business therein, 
shall be bound by the provisions of this section so far as they are applicable. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I submit the following 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

neers in line 22, page 72, after the word “this,” the following: “‘And the 
preceding. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I understand this amend- 
ment is agreeable to the committee. It merely subjects the cor- 
poration to the provisions of both sections so far as applicable, 
and it was an inadvertence, undoubtedly, in leaving out the lan- 
fuage. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the | 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the commit- 
tee explain why it is that the corporations who loan money on 
real estate should be required to sell their real estate within five 
years, if it is taken on execution. ~ 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, this is the same 

provision found in the national-bank laws in the United States, | 
which provides that in the event of foreclosure the real estate of 
such corporation shall be disposed of. It is to prevent the accu- 
mulation of real estate in the hands of corporations. 
_ Mr. HULL. I think that national banks are not permitted to 
oan money on real estate, to begin with. They take it on execu- 
tion for debt, but the chairman of the Commission, Governor | 
raft, and the members of the Commission have urged strongly 
that one of the needs of the Philippine Islands is what we call in 
this country loan companies or land companies, that loan money | 
on real estate. Such companies are needed in the Philippine Is- | 
lands to loan money at reasonable rates, and assist in the develop- 
ment of the country. To-day rates of interest are almost pro- 
hibitive, and the planters are robbed of their honest profits. Now 
such & provision as this, affecting one of these companies in the 
United States, would prohibit the loaning of money on real estate. | 

Mr. SIBLEY. Oh, no. | 
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Mr. HULL. Because they might not be able to sell it without 
a large loss, if compelled to sell wit.:in a specified time. A period 
of depression would result disastrously. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a suggestion? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. No one can raise that question except the State. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MANN. If they do not sell the land within the time, they 
still own it. 

Mr. HULL. They still own it, but such a provision will debar 
capital. 

Mr. MANN. No one can raise the question except the State 
by quo warranto proceedings. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The land does not escheat to the State. 

Mr. MANN. There are many banks which own real estate, and 
have owned it for twenty years. 

Mr. HULL. The Commission itself are honestly desirous that 
loan companies shall be established there to loan money on real 
estate. At present the rate of interest is almost prohibitive—18, 
20, and 25 per cent—and they are desirous to have a lower rate of 
interest. It seems to me that this is a dangerous provision. Ido 
not propose to strike it out, because the committee ought to know 
betterthan Ido. There is not one of these loan companies in this 
country that has ever had to sell its real estate within five years. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I desire on page 72, 
line 13, to move to strike out the word ‘‘ thousand” and substi- 
tute for it the word *‘ hundred,”’ so that it will read ‘‘ control not 
exceeding two hundred hectares.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 72, line 13, strike out the word “thousand” and insert the word 
“hundred.” 


Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, all I want to say in 
this connection is that the fundamental law of Porto Rico provides 
that corporations engaged in agriculture in that island shall not 
hold exceeding 500 acres of land. If my amendment is adopted, 
it will make this section correspond very nearly to the Porto Rican 
law, 200 hectares being very nearly 500 acres. 

Mr. TAWNEY. lIask that the amendment be again reported, 
so that the committee may know what itis. I do not think any- 
one over here understood the reading of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I should like to 
ask what standard this is that we are going by? This speaks of 
**hectares.’’ What does that mean? How many acres in a hec- 
tare? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. The hectare is nearly 24 acres. I 
think that 200 hectares would be about 495 acres. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why do you want it change? 
Why even that much? I want to get at the merits of the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I stated that I wanted it changed, 


| because in the first place I think no corporation ought to be al- 


lowed to hold as much as 5,000 acres of land for agricultural pur- 


| poses, and because the Porto Rican act limits the holding of a 


corporation to 500 acres. I think that is sufficient. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, I agree with the gentleman: that 
is plenty. Mr. Chairman, while I am on the floor I will call the 


| attention of the committee to a typographical error in line 10. 


We are evidently trying to say “‘ that to enable,”’ but we do not 
say that. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk has made the correction. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Irose to have that error corrected, 
and to ask the gentleman who reported this bill, dr anyone else 
present, if there is anything in this bill to prohibit what aré com- 


| monly known as trusts, combinations, and monopolies in the 


Philippine Islands? We are permitting a great many corpora- 
tions to be created there, in addition to the thousands that I pre- 
sume will be created in the United States to operate there, for 
this is a graft game all around. 

Mr. SULZER. Some corporations are there now. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Governor Taft called them ‘* beach 
combers.’’ They are squatting there like frogs, some legally and 
others illegally, awaiting their opportunity. Now, I believe, 
largely through the instrumentality of my friend from Georgia 
{[Mr. BARTLETT], we passed an anti-trust law for that little ice box 
or refrigerator up here, commonly called Alaska. Whyshould we 
not have a similar law in the Philippine Islands? Why should 
we not have a provision prohibiting the combination of corpora- 
tions over there—the trusts that will, as here, deny the people the 
chance to have cheap beef, bread, and meat? Those people are 
practically dependent upon us for legislation, and we are legislat- 
ing for them. We fix the boundaries within which they must 
legislate. 
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Mr. TAWNEY. 
him? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Ishould like to ask the gentleman if he does 
not think that when we have provided, as we do in this bill, that 
no person owning stock in one company shall own stock in an- 
other company, and that no member of a corporation can be a 
member of any other corporation, that we have gone a great way 
against consolidation? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Thatis almost all the way, but 
just leaves enough room I think for the corporations, like a bad 
dog, to slip through the crack. These corporations put up the 
price of all necessaries so that they are very dear. I came nearer 
being robbed every day in the ordinary transactions of life there 
than any place I ever was in in my life. [Laughter.] But the 
gentleman must know there is a difference between being a 
**member’’ of a corporation and making a contract with or be- 
tween corporations to put up or down prices. 

Mr. PADGETT. I would suggest to my colleague the limita- 
tion applies only to corporations engaged in agriculture and not 
to any other corporation. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Iam glad that my colleague, whois 
very watchful about such things, has noticed that. He says that 
this applies to agriculturists only. I want to appeal in this 
matter to the patriotism of gentlemen on the other side. 
plenty of the love of human rights on this side. 
a chance to read all of this bill as I have been very much diverted 
to-day, hence I make these inquiries for information and to cure 
the omission if an antitrust provision is not in the bill. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If the gentleman from Tennessee will 
permit me, I want to suggest this amendment, which will take 
care of the difficulties suggested by the gentleman. 
the word ‘‘ agriculture,” in liné 15 of page 72, the words “‘ or any 
corporation organized for any purpose.”’ 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is all right as far as it goes. 
T am glad to join hands with my friend from Maine in straighten- 
ing this matter out. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I created somewhat of a rip- 
ple a short while ago when I said that I came very nearly being 
robbed in nearly every transaction, and particularly in Manila. 
I did not mean by downright stealing. 1 meant that the prices 
were so exorbitant that but very few of our party made any pur- 
chases in Manila. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent for five 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that his time may be extended for five minutes. 
tion? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Ithink,as we have had afew extensions 
of the rule, I am compelled to object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will vote for the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Maine. 

The CHAIRMAN. Anamendment is offered by the gentleman 
from Virginia, to strike out the word *‘ thousands ”’ and insert the 
word ** hundreds.’ 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
word, 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate ist@xhausted. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order. 

Mr. HILL. I move to strike out the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis notin order. The question is on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 
Mr. JONES of Virginia. 


Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 


ry 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


Division. 


j 
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valleys from acquiring mountain areas not tillable or valuable 


| for any other purpose except for collecting and storing water for 


| when we are legislating for people 10,000 miles away. 


irrigation, and in that country this is very necessary, and if done 
to advantage must be by corporations, in other words, by com- 
binations of those who are carrying on agricultural operations, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will say to the gentleman from Con- 
necticut, so far as I am concerned, I am opposed to any corpora- 
tion undertaking to own stock in other companies, for that is the 
familiar method of forming trusts, and I am opposed to that as 
a general proposition. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I think that this is carrying the 
matter a little too far. Gentlemen, here is one of the troubles 
We do not 


understand the conditions which exist there. I visited a sugar 


| plantation in the Hawaiian Islands and found that the planters 
| have been embarrassed in precisely this same way in those islands. 


| sian wellsand pumping apparatus to irrigate their fields. 


Insert after | 


We have | 
I have not had | 


I saw one plantation with 5,000 acres of cane planted, and by rea- 
son of your law and their consequent inability to acquire additional 
mountain land which was not tillable, but could be used for res- 
ervoir purposes, they were obliged to spend great sums for arte- 
These 
mountain lands are bare rock in many cases and of absolutely no 
use for any other purpose. Why should they not utilize them in 
this way? 

Now, you have got precisely that condition in the Philippine 
Islands. You have got sugar and rice plantationsin that country 
and they need the storage reservoirs and the water from the 


| mountains where the land is absolutely worthless, and nothing 


but rock and not fit for agricultural purposes, but it is exactly 
what is required for reservoir purposes, and if you put in this 
amendment of the gentleman from Maine, you simply say to 
these men, You can hold so much land for rice and sugar and 


| cultivate it, but you can not be interested in or own one single 
| acre more, or you can not be interested in a company which does 


own land, which owns nothing but barren and rocky land, which 
is used for the purpose of gathering together and storing water 
for irrigation. 

Now, the land has to be irrigated for your sugar and rice and 
everything of that kind, and you are going to compel those people 
to spend hundreds of thousands of dollars for pumping machinery 
in order to successfully cultivate the land which they already 
own. Gentlemen who have visited that country know that what 
Iam saying is absolutely true, and the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Maine will compel the useless expenditure of hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars to secure irrigation, or the planters 


| living near these barren mountains in the Philippine Islands, 
| owning land in the valleys, will be greatly embarrassed, for the 


Is there objec- | 


amendment makes no distinction as to the kind or character of 
land or the purposes for which it is used. The amendment of 
the gentleman from Maine ought not to pass. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman from Conne: 
icut mean to say that the Philippine Islands need irrigation? 

Mr. HILL. Ido mean to say that there is little rice or sugar 
land there that is cultivated except by irrigation. I am aston- 
ished that the gentleman from Tennessee, who went to those 
islands, should ask such a question. Did he go through them 


+ 
t- 


| with his eyes shut? 


The committee divided, and there were—ayes 35, noes 70. So | 


the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I insist on the amendment I offered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 72, line 15, after “‘agriculture,” insert “or any corporation organ- 
ized for any purpose;” so as to read: “‘And this provision shall be held to 
prevent any member of a corporation engaged in agriculture or any corpora- 
tion organized for any purpose 
other corporation engaged in agriculture. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment. 

Mr. HILL. Iam opposed to this amendment, and my opposi- 
tion is based on this 

Mr. SULZER. Just a moment. 

Mr. HILL. Iam opposed to the amendment, and I believe the 
gentleman from Maine will be opposed to the amendment if he 
thinks of its effect. It will absolutely prevent any corporation 
which owns sugar or rice lands up to the prescribed limit in the 


” 





from being in any way interested in any | 





Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I did not go through with my eyes 
shut, but I did not see any great need of water. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Whatis the view of the gentleman from 
Connecticut as to the scope of the amendment? 

Mr. HILL. It would prevent the owners of these sugar plan- 
tations from owning any barren rock or any part of these hills or 
mountains for a place to store water if they wished to do so. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It is for agricultural purposes. If the 
limit is not large enough, why, increase the limit. The gentle- 
man is beginning at the wrong end. 

Mr. HILL. You fix a limit and you stop right there. You re- 


fuse to allow them any more land for the purposes of storing water. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Weare trying to prevent combinations. 
If you need a larger limit, make it larger. 

Mr. HILL. The limit is dependent upon circumstances. 
pose here is a tillable valley, and the owner buys this land to use 
for sugar purposes. You can not decrease the quantity of land 
there is in that valley. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Why may we not take into. consideration 
the irrigation that it needs, etc., and let them buy enough land 
to use for irrigation in connection with the sugar plantations’ 

Mr. HILL. Because it requires a large space for drainage sur- 
face. Now, let us look at the thing from a business point of view. 
Weare offering amendments helter-skelter according to our ideas 
here, and if we could see things as they are there, we would see 
that they are vastly different. Put the proposition right there. 
You say these people can own no lands for agricultural purposes 
exceeding 2,000 hectares. You mean tillable, cultivated land, 
land that is possible of cultivation, do you not, Mr, Chairman of 


Sup- 
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the committee? 
them off from owning the rocky hil 
cultivation, and yet absolutely essential to the storage and gath- 
ering of water for the irrigation of the land which they own? 
The amendment of the gentleman from Maine would do that. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I desire at this time to call the 
attention of the House, and especially of the gentleman from 
Maine, to the purport of his amendment in connection with the 
language of this section. If we should strike out the words, on 
line 15, *‘ engaged in agriculture ’’ and amend the section so that 
it would read like this, ‘‘this provision shall be held to prevent 
any corporation or stockholder in the same from being in any 
wise interested in any other corporation doing business in the 
Philippines,” that will accomplish, I think, the purpoge that the 
ventleman from Maine desires to accomplish, and will not in any 
way complicate or confuse this provision of the bill. 

In fact, I believe it will then be so explicit that no layman can 
misunderstand it. As his amendment reads at the present time 
it would complicate this section of the bill so that a Philadelphia 
lawyer could not possibly understand it. I want to make it clear 
and simple. I want to make it impossible to organize a trust in 
the Philippines. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But that would radically change the 
purport of the whole section. I am only endeavoring to help the 
committee perfect the section, confining it to corporations engaged 
in agriculture. 

Mr. SULZER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I thought he 
was opposed as a matter of principle to one corporation owning 

k in another corporation in order to form a combination in 
he nature of amonopoly. I thought he was opposed to trusts. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I did not say one stockholder being a 
stockholder in another corporation. Iam opposed to one corpora- 
tion owning stock in another corporation. 

Mr. SULZER. That is just the point. That is what I want to 
do now. I think the gentleman is sincere, and if he is he will 
accept my proposed amendment. I want to keep the trusts out 
of the Philippines, and my amendment will, I believe, to some 
extent doit. This is the only way it can be done. 

In my opinion the real object of this proposed legislation is to 
turn the resources of the Philippine Islands over to the tender 
mercies of the trusts and a few favorite looters. The honest men 
of this House should perfect this bill to prevent that. Let us say 
in the bill that no corporation shall own stock in another corpo- 
ration doing business in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
would be sound as to corporations in general. But my amend- 
ment has been framed simply with reference to agricultural cor- 

Oratlons, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Your idea is to prevent any com- 
bination among agricultural corporations? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Precisely; and that is as far as it goes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is all right. 

Mr. SULZER. But, Mr. Chairman, that is only all right so 
faras it goes. Iwantto go further than that. I want to prevent 


} 
| 
j 
| 
' 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 7413 


‘ 
Now, then, when zoe do that, why do you shut | Mr. OLMSTED. I ask unanimous consent to make a sugges- 
s adjacent to it, impossible of | tion to the gentleman from Maine. 


There was no objection. 

Mr. OLMSTED. If the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine prevails, a man owning one share of stock in a railway 
company could not own any stock in an agricultural corporation 
orina bank. If that is not the object, the gentleman ought to 


| strike out the words ‘‘ or any member.”’ 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That would not have the effect intended. 
The word ‘* member ’’ applies to members of agricultural corpo- 
rations—not to members of any other corporation. 

Mr.OLMSTED. The gentleman’s amendment would make the 
language read ‘‘any member of any corporation engaged in any 
other business.’’ 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; there is a vast distinction between 
a member of a corporation and a corporation. By unanimous 
consent, I would like to meet the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Connecticut by making the language of the amendment 
read ‘‘or any corporation organized for any purpose except irri- 
gation.”’ 

Mr. SULZER. 
if amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And this provision shall be held to prevent any member of a corporation 
engaged in agriculture or any corporation organized for any purpose except 
irrigation from beingin any wise interested in any other corporation engaged 
in agriculture. 

Mr. SULZER. I move to strike out 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I reserve a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent to modify his amendment in the manner read. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do not object, but I would like 
to have the gentleman explain why he wants the distinction made. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has no time except by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, I ask unanimous consent 
for him to tell the committee why he wants to make irrigation an 
exception. 

Mr. HILL. If I had my choice in the matter I would not have 
the clause in there at all. I do not think it a crime for a man to 
be engaged in agriculture and at the same time to be a stock- 
holde® in a bank or a modest stockholder in a street-railway com- 


I ask to have the provision read as it would be 


79 


‘* agriculture. 


| pany. ButIdothinkit would be exceedingly unwise to prevent the 


I agree that the gentleman’s proposition | 


combinations between corporations doing business in the Philip- | 


pines—not only agricultural corporations, but all corporations. 
If the restriction is fair in regard to agricultural corporations, 
why is it not fair in regard to lumbering corporations? Why is 
it not fair in regard to all other corporations? 
tion here, 

That is my position regarding this matter. At the present 
time, as I understand it, there are no agricultural corporations 
in the Philippine Islands. This provision as it now stands is a 


mere subterfuge to throw dust in the eyes of the members of this | 
As this section now reads you can establish any kind of | 


House. 


That is the ques- | 


a combination, any kind of a trust, any kind of a monopoly in | 
| mous consent to address the Committee of the Whole for three 


the Philippine Islands—even an agricultural monopoly. 
adopt my amendment it can not be done. 

The very purpose of this bill, the very object of this legislation, 
from its inception down to the present time, as I have frequently 


If you 


said and now repeat, is to give a few trusts and a few men in this | : 
| obliged. 


country the right to go into the Philippine Islands and loot them, 


rob them, steal from those poor people the little they have left. | 


Stripped of its hypocrisy, that is the whole object and the true 
purpose of this bill. You can not deny it. There is not a lawyer 
in this House that has examined this bill and read between the 
lines that does not know and believe its real object is to rob the 
poor Filipinos. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
he ae The time of the gentleman from New York 
1as expirec . 
Mr. SULZER. I askthat my time be extended for five minutes. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I object. 
Mr. OLMSTED. I wish to make a suggestion to the gentle- 
man from Maine. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


Debate is exhausted except by unanimous 
consent, 


new landholders whom we expect to have owning these friars’ 
lands and cultivating the sugar and rice lands from utilizing the 
rocks and barren sides of the mountains by using them for irri- 
gation purposes in order to till their lands successfully. The 
exception which the gentleman from Maine desires to put in will 
remove the restriction in this respect so that the small land pro- 
prietors, if they please, can combine together and construct great 
storage reservoirs so that the rains, falling in the mountain re- 
gions there, may be utilized for the irrigation of the lands in that 
dry and tropical climate. That is all there is of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maine will be modified as he pro- 
proposes. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the adoption of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maine as modified. 

Mr. MANN. Irisetoask whether an amendment to the amend- 
ment is in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. MANN. Then I ask unanimous consent to occupy three 
minutes in the way of general debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Dlinois asks unani- 


minutes. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I donot understand exactly what 
is meant by a ‘‘member’’ of a corporation. If any member of 
the committee can tell me in a word, I would be very much 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. A stockholder in a corporation in the 
sense of the law is supposed to be a member of that corporation. 

Mr. MANN. The term has never come under my observation. 
I have often heard of members of associations and stockholders 
of corporations. I think the word is used erroneously and inad- 
vertently here. However, if, that is the intention, if there is any 
reason for permitting a corporation to own agricultural lands, 
then there is a sufficient reason why a stockholder in that corpo- 
ration should not be debarred from being a stockholder in another 
corporation. 

Itis perfect folly to suppose that people in the Philippine Islands 
will engage in corporations for agricultural purposes or other- 
wise if such persons can not be stockholders in another corpora- 
tion. If the purpose of the gentleman from Maine had been 
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simply to provide that one corporation may not own stock in an- 
other corporation, there might be a sufficient excuse for that provi- 
sion, but there can be no excuse for saying that a corporation may 
exist and may do business and may own agricultural lands and then 
that a person owning stock in another corporation can not be a 
stockholder in that corporation. I never have seen yet in a 
respectable body of men such fear of trusts. The fear of attack 
of the other side of the House on this side, to which we are not 
supposed to pay any attention on this side of the House, because 
it is never reasonable 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
Mr. MANN. Yes. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. The bill undertakes to limit the hold- 
ings of a corporation, but if it allowed a corporation to hold 5,000 
acres of land and then permitted the members of the same cor- 
poration to reincorporate and hold another 5,000 acres, it would 





Will the gentleman permit me? 
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sion of which the Filipinos have so often contended with arms in 
their hands, to corporations, and thus permanently retire them 
from within reach of the people? 

Are you going to say to a people, nearly all of whom live by 
cultivating the soil, ‘‘ The very best of your lands is to be placed 


forever beyond your reach? You must look to great land-owning 
corporations for employment and not expect a proprietary inter- 
est in the soil.’’ Will that pacify them? 

The moment you authorize the establishment of large planta- 
tions for the cultivation of sugar in the islands, the problem of 
where to get the labor to cultivate them will arise. You will 
never, during this generation or the next, at least, get these na- 
tives to work as plantation hands for corporations engaged in 
agriculture over there. 

Go down to British Guiana and see there what you may expect 


| to follow the adoption of the policy foreshadowed in this measure. 


absolutely destroy the virtue of any limitation upon the corpo- | 


ration. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Indiana is talking about 
something that I was not talking about. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He is talking about the bill. 

Mr. MANN. 1 am talking about the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD]. The original pur- 
pose of the bill I understand, that one person shall not, through 
owning two corporations, own 10,000 acres of land; but the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Maine is that no person can own 
stock in an agricultural corporation and then own stock in any 
other corporation. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Oh, no. 

Mr. MANN. Either in the Philippine Islands or anywhere 
else. Itis absurd. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is not my proposition at all. 

Mr. MANN. That.is the proposition the gentleman made in 
his amendment. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No, no. 

Mr. MANN. If he is a stockholder in an agricultural corpora- 
tion he can not be a stockholder in any other corporation. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is the position of the committee 
itself. 

Mr. MANN. No; that is not the position of the committee, 
but the committee accept your amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It does not accept the amendment. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
amendment be read again. 

Without objection, the Clerk again reported the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment. 

The question was taken, and on a division (called for by Mr. 
Gaines of Tennessee and other members) there were—ayes 71, 
noes 28. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 72 strike out all of section 14 down to the word “ corporation” in line 
and insert the following: 


Sec. 14. No corporation shall own permanently and cultivate for profit 
any agricultural lands in the Philippine Islands. 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I suppose that now that the 
gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber have taken upon them- 
selves the task of establishing civil government in the Philippine 
Islands it may be possible to induce them to consider some of the 
causes which hitherto, for at least a century, have caused recur- 
ring revolutions and continual turmoil. When in the course of 
my remarks I refer to the Philippine Islands I want to be under- 
stood as referring to the Christian islands. 

The island of Luzon is more densely populated than most of 
the American States, more densely populated than Ohio, almost 
as densely populated as Massachusetts or Rhode Island. It con- 
tains probably over 4,000,000 civilized people—certainly over 
3,000,000—and is only two-thirds the size of the State of Missouri. 

In early times the ecclesiastical bodies obtained possession of 
vast areas of the richest land in the island, and have held it from 
that time until this, adding continually to their possessions 
throughout three or four centuries. We have a representative 
now in Rome negotiating for the purchase of this land, and it 
has been suggested by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
Hii} that inasmuch as this land will soon be thrown on the 
market. they, as well as other lands, are available and ought to be 
available for sugar plantations and the like under this law. 

The frequent revolts of the Filipinos against the Spanish Gov- 
ernment resulted from excessive taxation and dissatisfaction with 
the Spanish friar priests. The ownership of such landed es- 


17, 


tates by these Spanish friars has long been the cause of friction. 
Now, are you going to transfer these friar lands, for the posses- 


| plantation form the population. 


The possessions of Great Britain in South America are owned 
bodily by corporations such as this bill provides for. The British 
bosses, Chinese coolies, and enslaved natives who work on the 
Do you ever hear of British 


Guiana in a commercial way? It is one vast plantation owned by 


| British corporations and exploited for their profit. 


In no civilized country on earth where agriculture is the chief 
pursuit can the ownership of an acre of agricultural land by a 
corporation be justified upon any principle of fairness to the great 
body of the people. The time is coming when Americans must 
face this problem. Everywhere you find a disposition to make all 
forms of productive property the basis of an industry carried on 
by corporations for profit. 

Under the conditions I contend for agriculture neither seeks 
nor expects large profits. It is a way of earning a livelihood by 
appealing to mother earth for her blessings. Itis a calling which 
exempts those who follow it from the supervision of a taskmas- 
ter. Whatever you may doin the Philippine Islands, you may not 
expect peace there if you are going to bar the people out of a pro- 
prietary interest in the lands or empower corporations to buy, 
hold, and cultivate the land for profit. 

It should be borne in mind that while the Philippine Islanders 
live in towns or villages very largely, nearly the entire population 
outside of Manila and one or two other large places live by culti- 
vating the soil. It is their only industry. The land is all they 
have left. It has nourished them and given them a livelihood 
when the hand of oppression has been hard to bear. ‘ 

Now, do you propose to import the modern industrial system 
there, to take possession of the agricultural lands and exploit 
them as Great Britain is exploiting the lands of British Guiana’ 

I offer this amendment in all seriousness and good faith. You 
can not believe that to reject it will be in the interest of the Phil- 
ippine Islanders. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I move that all debate on the pending 
section and all amendments thereto be now closed. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CRUMPACKER, 
Mr. CocHRAN demanded a division. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You are trying to shut off the anti- 
trust law, gentlemen, and you are not going to profit much by it. 
You know we are trying to kill the trusts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is out of 
order. A division is demanded. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 36. 

Mr. SULZER demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. Crum- 
PACKER and Mr. SULZER. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
74, noes 43. 

Accordingly the motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. Cock- 
RAN) there were—ayes 35, noes 65. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. All debate has been closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is admissible, but ther 
‘an be no debate upon it. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


‘ 





After the word “agriculture,” in line 16, page 72, insert “‘ or other business.” 


The question being taken on Mr. CANDLER’S amendment, on 4 
division (demanded by Mr. CANDLER) there were—ayes 36, noes 71. 

Mr. CANDLER demanded tellers. 

Tellers were refused, 17 members, not a sufficient number, s¢° 
onding the demand therefor. _ 

Accordingly, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 


| ment. 





ny 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 16, page 72, strike out the words ‘“‘ engaged in agriculture.” 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Moopy of Oregon 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from 
the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that 
the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the following 
titles: 

H. R. 621. An act for the relief of Daniel Cherry; 

H. R. 8108. An act for the relief of John Hornick; 

H. R. 8769. An act for the relief of 8S. J. Schindel; 

H. R. 10279. An act to pay the claim of Stephen Halsey; 


H. R. 12097. An act to amend the internal-revenue laws in re- | 


gard to storekeepers and gaugers; 


H. R. 14247. To authorize the Charleston, Suburban and Sum- | 


merville Railway Company to construct and maintain two bridges 
across Ashley River, in the State of South Carolina; and 
H. J. Res. 103. Joint resolution relative to the disposition of 
patent specifications and drawings in the western district of Penn- 
sylvania. 
‘The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 


report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of | 


the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Representa- 


tives to the bill (S. 5269) to provide a commission to secure | 


plans and a design for a monument or a memorial to the memory 
of Abraham Lincoln, late President of the United States. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6570) 
to amend the act of May 12, 1900, anthorizing the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue to redeem or make allowance for internal- 
revenue stamps. 


The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the | 


amendment of the House of Representatives to Senate amend- 
ment No. 14, and had receded from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate No. 
15, to the bill (H. R. 12804) making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and had 
agreed to the same. 


PHILIPPINE GOVERNMENT. 


The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


AUTHORITY TO PURCHASE LANDS OF RELIGIOUS ORDERS AND OTHERS AND 
ISSUE BONDS FOR PURCHASE PRICE. 


Sec. 15. That the government of the Philippine Islands is hereby author- 
ized to acquire, receive, hold, maintain, and convey title to real and personal 
property, and may acquire real estate, together with pemeane and 
hereditaments thereunto belonging, for pubiic uses, by the exercise of the 
right of eminent domain. The powers hereinbefore in this section conferred 
may be exercised in respect of any lands which, on the 18th of August, 1898, 
were owned or held by associations, corporations, communities, religious 
orders, or private individual's in such large tracts or parcels and in such man- 
ner as, in the opinion of the Commission, injuriously to affect the peace and 


welfare of the — of said islands; and for the purpose of providing funds | 


to acquire the lands mentioned in this section the government of said islands 
is hereby empowered to incur indebtedness, to borrow money, and to issue 
and to sell at not less than par value, upon such terms and conditions as it 
may deem best, registered or coupon bonds of the government of said islands 
for such amount as may be necessary, said bonds to be in denominations of 
$50 or any multiple thereof, bearing interest at a rate not exceeding 5 per 
cent per annum, payable quarterly, and to be payable at the pleasure of the 
government of said islands, after dates amet in said bonds, not less than 


five nor more than thirty years from the date of their issue, together with | 


interest thereon, in gold coin of the United States of the present standard 
value or the equivalent in value in money of said islands; and said bonds shall 


be exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties of the government of said | 


islands or any local authority therein or of the Government of the United 
States. The moneys which may be realized or received from the issue and 
sale of said bonds shall be applied by the government of said islands to the 


acquisition of the property authorized by this section, and to no other pur- | 


poses, 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of asking some questions in regard to this 
section, which is one of very great importance. If I understand 
it rightly, this section was intended to give power to acquire ¢ 


large amount of land owned by the friars, as well as for other pur- | 


poses. Is that so? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 


man, 


That is the purpose, Mr. Chair- 


Mr. PERKINS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not find in this bill | 


any provision regulating the way in which the right of eminent 
domain shall be exercised, nor the value of the land so to be taken 
shall be ascertained. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, in view of the 
condition of public business, if the gentleman will permit me, I 
will move that the committee rise. 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not yield the floor. 

Mr. CC JOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman from New York 
“oes not yield the floor; but I have just received a communication 


from the Speaker that it is necessary that important public busi- 
ness may be transacted. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. GILLett of Massachusetts, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill S. 2295 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE FOR EVENING SESSION. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair designates as Speaker pro tem- 
pore for this evening’s session the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. 
BOovuTELL. 

RETURN OF BILL TO SENATE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Senate reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, June 25, 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 

sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 3560) to amend an act entitled 

“An act to promote the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by 

compelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip their 
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| cars into automatic couplers and continuous brakes and their locomotives 
| with driving-wheel brakes, and for other purposes,’ approved March 2, 1893, 


and amended April 1, 1896. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 917. An act for the relief of John H. McLaughlin—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 1206. An act for the relief of Frank J. Burrows—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 4426. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to loan arms 
| to the institutions having companies of the Boys’ Brigade con- 
nected therewith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 4815. An act to grant certain lands to the South Platte Canal 
and Reservoir Company—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

5. 5228. An act for the purchase of a national forest reserve in 
| the Southern Appalachian Mountains, to be known as the ‘** Na- 
| tional Appalachian Forest Reserve ’’—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

S. 5329. An act authorizing the President to appoint Lieut. 
Conimander William P. Randall, retired, United States Navy, a 
commander on the retired list—to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

S. 6016. An act for the suppression of train robbery in the Ter- 
ritories of the United States and elsewhere, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 6034. An act raising the rank of Chief Engineer David 
Smith on the retired list of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs. 

S. 6117. An act for the relief of George Lea Febiger—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

S. 6119. An act to authorize the Pensacola, Alabama and Ten- 
nessee Railway Company to erect, maintain, and operate a rail- 
way bridge across the Alabama River in Wilcox County. in the 
| State of Alabama—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 

Commerce. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message from the President of the United States was com- 
municated to the House by Mr. B. F. Barngs, one of his secre- 
taries, who announced that the President did, on the following 
dates, approve and sign bills and joint resolution of the following 
| titles: 

On June 23, 1902: 

H. R. 5550. An act for the relief of W. C. Taylor. 

On June 24, 1902: 

H. J. Res. 200. Joint resolution amending ‘‘An act to increase 
the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the 
purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the erection 
| and completion of public buildings, and for other purposes,’’ ap- 
proved June 6, 1902; and 

H. R. 11725. An act to amend section 4139 and section 4314 of 
the Revised Statutes. 


DISTRICT CODE. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following reso- 
lution of the Senate; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, June 25, 1902. 
Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre 
| sentatives to furnish to the Senate a duplicate engrossed copy of the amend 


ment to the bill (S. 493) to amend an act entitled “An act to establish a code 
of law for the District of Columbia,” the same having been lost or mislaid 


AGREEMENT WITH CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 13172) to 
ratify and confirm an agreement with the Choctaw and Chickasaw 


INDIANS. 
















tribes of Indians, and for other purposes, with Senate amend- 
ments, which were read. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House disagree to the Senate amendments, and agree to the 
conference asked. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not need to ask unani- 
mous consent, as this is a House bill with Senate amendments, 
which do not require consideration in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CURTIS. Then I move that the House disagree to the 
Senate amendments, and agree to the conference asked. 

The SPEAKER. : The gentleman moves to disagree to the 
Senate amendments, and agree to the conference asked by that 
be dy. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the following con- 
ferees: Mr. Curtis, Mr. Lacry, and Mr. Litt e. 

ISTHMIAN CANAL, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to House bill 3110, 
to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters 
of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, and also the statement. 

The SPEAKER. The report and the statement both will be 
printed in the Recorp under the rule. 

The report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3110) to provide for the 
onstruction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific 
t, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
nd to their respective Houses as follows: 


its disagreement to the amendment of the 


W.P. HEPBURN, 

L. FLETCHER, 

R. C. DAVEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

JOHN T. MORGAN, 

M. A. HANNA, 

A. B. KITTREDGE, 


agers on the part of the Senate. 







ws, having m 
mend and do recomm«e 
That the House recede from 


Senate, and agree 


to the same 


Man 
tement is as follows: 
he effect of the action of the conferees, if approved by the House, will be 
nate all of tl 


ito legislation all of t 


AND 





he pr visions of the Senate amendment. 
ALLOWANCE FOR INTERNAL-REVENUE 

STAMPS. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the conference 
report on the act to amend the act of May 12, 1900, authorizing 
the Commissioner 
ance for internal-revenue stamps. 
and statement. 

The SPEAKER. The report and statement will be printed in 
the REcoRD, under the rule. 
he report of the committee of conference is as follows: 


TO REDEEM MAKE 


committee l 
he amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6570) an act to amend the 





May 12, 190, authorizing the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to re- 
make allowance for internal-revenue stamps, having met, after full 


sas follows: 
» recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendments 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
amendments and all of said bill (H. R. 6570) after 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

nentary and proprietary stamps issued under the act of 

s may be redeemed as hereinbefore authorized, 

ist day of July, 1904;"* sothatsaid proviso shall 


ouse 
. 2, 3, and 4, 
“ik ut sai 

ne 6, page 1, and 
Excepting do 


id Senate 















to th 
ed further That no claim for the redemption of or 
r stamps shall be allowed unless presented within two years after 
use of said stamps Government, excepting documentary 

S iunder the act of June 13, 1898, which stamps 
-einbefore authorized, upon the presentation prior to 


SERENO E. PAYNE, 

JOHN DALZELL, 

JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
imagers on the part of the House, 
NELSON W. ALDRICH, 

O. H. PLATT, 

H. M. TELLER, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 





from the 





Me 


he House at the conference on the disagree- 
he the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
2. 6570) to amend the act of May 12, 1900, authorizing the Commissioner 
ternal Revenue to redeem or make allowance for internal-revenue 
the following statement in explanation of the effect of the 
uj ind recommended in the accompanying conference 


rm bib 


ites of t two riouses 


tamps, submit 


7 





actic 
report: 
‘he House mans 


ments and 


1 agreea Uj 


rs recede from the disagreement to the Senate amend- 
he same with an amendment striking out all after line 









6, page 1 il. and inserting new language, which is simpler in 
form and carries out exactly the provision and intention of the House in the 
original act 


SERENO E. PAYNE, 

JOHN DALZELL, 

JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


ms of the bill as passed by the House and enact | 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 13650. An act to correct the military record of James M, 
Olmstead; 

H. R. 3323. An act granting a pension to Daniel L. Mallicoat; 

H. R. 12299. An act granting a pension to William C. Roberts; 

H. R. 10933. An act to provide for the erection, at Fredericks- 
burg, Va., of the monument to the memory of Gen. Hugh Merver, 
which was ordered by Congress on the 8th day of April, 1777, 
should be erected; 

H. R. 3500. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate O. 
Phillips; 

H. R. 14691. An act to authorize the construction of a pontoon 
bridge across the Missouri River in the county of Cass, in the 
State of Nebraska, and in the county of Mills, in the State of Iowa: 

H. R. 12284. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Shaw; 

H. R. 10178. An 
Thomas; 

H. R. 12648. An act to establish a regular term of United States 
district court in Roanoke City, Va., and for other purposes; 

H. R. 6871. An act granting an increase of pension to Harman 


act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


| Seramlin: 


H. R. 4556. An act to amend act entitled ‘‘An act to supple- 
ment existing laws relating to the disposition of lands, etc.,”’ ap- 
proved March 3, 1901; 

H. R. 12800. An act granting 
N. Whitbeck; 

H. R. 14221. An act granting 


an increase of pension to Horatio 


an increase of pension to Nancy 


J. McArthur; 


H. R. 14111. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 


| across the Tennessee River, in the State of Tennessee, by the 
| Harriman Southern Railroad Company; 


H. R. 5315. An act granting an increase of pension to Orrin J, 


| Wells; and 


of Internal Revenue to redeem or make allow- | 
I present the conference report | 


| attend the services on our late colleague, Mr. Cummings. 


of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses | 


H. R. 12507. An act granting an increase of pension to Eben- 
ezer W. Oakley. 


RESERVING SPACE IN MEMBERS’ GALLERY, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
seats may be reserved in the Members’ gallery on Sunday morn- 
ing next during the eulogies on our late colleague, the Hon. Amos 
J. Cummings, for a committee representing Typographical Union 
No. 6, of New York. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the Doorkeeper be instructed to reserve seats 
in the members’ gallery for the accommodation of members repre- 
senting Typographical Union No. 6, of New York, who desire to 
Is there 
objection? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I would like to suggest that the gen- 
tleman amend that request, so that it does not exclude members 
of the families of Mr. Cummings or Mr. Otey. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is always done. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has assigned his private row to 
Mrs. Cummings. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I understand some members of Major 
Otey’s family will be here. Idonot know how many there will be. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be glad to make the same pro- 
vision as is customary for members of the families of those inter- 
ested in the services. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

OF LIVES 


PROTECTION OF MINERS. 


Mr. MOODY of Oregon.. Mr. Speaker, I present the conferen: 
report and statement on the bill (H. R. 8327) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act for the protection of the lives of miners in the Ter- 
ritories,’’ for the purpose of having it printed in the Recorp under 
the rule. 

The conference report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8827) entitled “‘An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act for the protection of the lives of miners in the 
Territories,’ having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate and agree to same with amendment as follows: On page 1, line 8, of 
the bill, strike out “‘at a depth of 100 feet or more;” and the Senate agree to 
the same; and on page 2, line 19, after the word “currents,” insert: “Pro- 
vided, That all owners, lessees, operators of, or any other person having the 
control or management of any coal shaft, drift, slope, or pit in the Indian 
Territory, employing twenty or more miners to work in the same, shall em- 
ploy shot firers to fire the shots therein. Said shots shall not be fired to ex 
ceed one per day, at 12 o’clock noon in cases where the miners work but hal 
a day, and at 5o‘clock in the evening when the mine is working three-quarters 
or full time, and they shall not be fired until after all miners and other 
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employees working in said shafts, drifts, slopes, or pits shall be out of same;” 


and the Senate agree to the same. 
MALCOLM A. MOODY, 
CHARLES F. SCOTT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
W.A. CLARK, 
C. D. CLARK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The statement is as follows: , 

The effect of the agreement of the conferees will be: 

First. To strike out the limitation as to “depth of 100 feet or more,” thus 
making the law applicable to mines of any depth. ; 

Second. The Senate amendments providing for sprinkling the mines or 
removing the dust is accepted by the House conferees. 

Third. As to shot firing, the conferees agree to make that feature of the 
pill applicable to the Indian Territory only, in mines employing 20 men or 
more. The necessity for this provision exists chiefly in that Territory, and 
your conferees have deemed it best to accept this limitation. 

, MALCOLM A. MOODY. 
CHAS. F. SCOTT. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


3y unanimous consent, reference of the bill (S. 255) for the im- 
pre »vement of Mount Rainier National Park, in the State of Wash- 
ington, was changed from the Committee on the Public Lands to 
the Committee on Appropriations, 


LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. MIicKEY was given leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers in 


the case of Robert G. Scroggs, Fifty-seventh Congress, no adverse | 


report having been made thereon. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
LEVER for ten days, on account of important business. 

And then, the hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House, in 
pursuance of its previous order, took a recess until 8 o’clock in 
the evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 


Tha recess having expired, the House (at 8 o’clock p. m.) was | 


called to order by Mr. BoUTELL as Speaker pro tempore. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In pursuance of the order pre- 


viously made, the House will now resolve itself into Committee | 
of the Whole House onthe state of the Union for the further con- | 


sideration of the bill S, 2295. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of | 


the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. MANN in 
the chair. 
Mr. JONES of Virginia. 
mittee do now rise. 
Mr.BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman,I would suggest that as there 
is no one here representing the chairman of the committee, it 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 


might be well for the Chair to ask if there is any member present | 


who desires to speak. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. 
for that purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask if there is any gentle- 
man present who desires to address the committee. If there is, 
the Chair will recognize him. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be no 
response. I renew my motion that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker pro tempore 


Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my motion | 


having resumed the chair, Mr. MANN, Chairman of the Commit- | 


tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill S. 2295, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Jongs of Virginia (at 8 o’clock and 
5 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned until 11 o’clock a. m. to- 
morrow, 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


to the town of Juneau, Alaska, of lands occupied for school pur- 
poses, and for other purposes, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2677); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4617) to authorize a 
resurvey of certain lands in the State of Wyoming, and for other 
purposes, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2678); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2513) to 
ratify an agreement with the Lower Brule band of the Sioux 
tribe of Indians in South Dakota, and making appropriation to 
carry the same into effect, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2679); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
reported the bill of the House (H. R. 15258) authorizing Anton 
Brucken to construct locks and dams in Pond River, in the State 
of Kentucky, and to give the consent of Congress thereto, in lieu 
of the bill of the House H. R. 10521, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2680); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. MOODY of Oregon, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
reported the bill of the House (H. R. 15259) to authorize the Ab- 
sentee Wyandotte Indians to select certain lands, and for other 
purposes, as a substitute in lieu of the bill of the House H. R. 
10695, accompanied by a report (No. 2681); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. NEEDHAM, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6148) providing for the 
resurvey of certain townships in San Diego County, Cal., reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
2683); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. DICK, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 2670) granting an honorable discharge to Eugene H. Ely, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2682); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6756) grant- 


ing a pension to James R. Keary, and the same was referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 15256) to appropriate $2,500 to 
mark battle sites—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 15257) to cede jurisdiction over 
place on which the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 


| diers is located to the State of Ohio—to the Committee on Military 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- | 
| lieu of H. R. 10521—to the House Calendar. 


ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
— Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
OLLOWS: 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6138) to set apart 
certain lands in the State of South Dakota as a public park, to be 


Affairs. 
By Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors: A bill (H. R. 15258) authorizing Anton Brucken to con- 


struct locks and dams in Pond River, in the State of Kentucky, 
and to give the consent of Congress thereto, as a substitute in 


By Mr. MOODY of Oregon, from the Committee on Indian 


| Affairs: A bill (H. R. 15259) to authorize the Absentee Wyan- 


known as the Wind Cave National Park, reported the same with- | 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2676); which said | 


bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands. to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4616) to grant title 


dotte Indians to select certain lands, and for other purposes, asa 
substitute in lieu of H. R. 10695—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 209) to authorize Charles Zueblin to remove from the Li- 
brary of Congress plans prepared in connection with park system 
of District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Library. 

3y Mr. SULZER: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 58) for 
a Congressional investigation of the transport system—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 15260) granting a pension to 
William Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 15261) granting an increase of 
pension to Louis Lowry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bili (H. R. 15262) to correct the military 
record of Christopher J. Sweetman—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 15263) 
granting an increase of pension to Sarah Waller—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15264) to correct the military record of Dob- 
son Johnson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 15265) for the relief 
of Priscilla J. Shipman, administratrix of the estate of John J. 
Shipman, deceased, for work done for and materials furnished to 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBB: A bill (H. R. 15266) for the relief of Anderson 
Coleman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 15267) granting a 
pension to Hattie Cutcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 15268) for the relief of 
Elias Minnich—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Hoboken, and Sheet Metal Workers’ Union No. 
iii, of Trenton, N. J., for increase of pay of letter carriers—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of American Association of 
Nurserymen, advocating the passage of House bill 10999, in favor 
of national quarantine of diseased and infected trees and plants— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FOERDERER: Resolutions of the Commercial Ex- 
change of Philadelphia, urging the passage of House bill 14022, 
to prevent interstate telegraph and telephone lines being used to 
promote gambling—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Trades’ League of Philadelphia, Pa.., 
favoring a bill to increase the efficiency of the foreign service of 
the United States, and to provide for the reorganization of the 
consular service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of George W. Payne, of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., urging the passage of Senate bill 1890, the per diem 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Andrew Carnegie, Charles F. Adams, Car] | 
Schurz, Edwin Burritt Smith, and Herbert Welsh, urging the ap- 
pointment of a special committee to investigate the condition of 
affairs in the Philippine Archipelago—to the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of H. E. Northrop and others, of Dan- 
bury, Conn., in favor of House bill 178, for the xeduction of the 
tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of Tin and Sheet Metal Workers’ 
Union of Trenton, N. J.. for increase of pay of letter carriers—to | 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 





3y Mr. KEHOE: Petitions of retail druggists of Ashland, 
Louisa, Maysville, and Catlettsburg, Ky., urging the reduction | 
of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. KETCHAM: Resolution of Steam Engineers Union No. 
105, of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., favoring the passage of the Grosvenor 
anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. KNOX: Petition of the Second Corps of Cadets of the 
Massachusetts Volunteer Militia, of Salem, Mass., against the pas- 
sage of House bill 11654—to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of O. R. Corey and others, of Monroe 
County. Iowa, in favor of House bill 178, for the reduction of the 
tax on aleohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of T. M. Overlees and others, of Bartlesville, | 
Ind. T., asking for the passage of the Cherokee treaty bill—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petition of American Association of 
Nurserymen, advocating the passage of House bill 10999—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: Resolutions of the city council of Fitch- 
burg, Mass., indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of let- | 
ter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

sy Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany 
granting an increase of pension to Sarah Waller—to | 
nmittee on Invalid Pensions. 


House bill 
the Cor 


| United States under the act of March 3, 1887, etc.; 


| to $280,45: 


By Mr. ROBB: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of An- 


derson Coleman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of Buffalo Business Men’s Central 
Council, and petitions of W. H. Barnhart and 100 other citizens of 
Buffalo, N. Y., favoring a bill to authorize the Mather Power 
Company to construct experimental span in Niagara River at 
Buffalo, N. Y.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of Roderick Smith, of Buffalo, N. Y., presenting 
a substitute for the Philippine bill now pending—to the Commit- 
tee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, petition of The American Association of Nurserymen, of 
Rochester, N. Y., asking for the passage of House bill 10999—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of many citizens of 
St. Paul, Minn., in favor of free beef, veal, pork, and mutton—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 26, 1902. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the city of Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objecion, the 
Journal will stand approved. 

LIST OF JUDGMENTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 23d instant, a list of judgments rendered 
against the Government by the circuit and district courts of the 
which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIM OF THE STATE OF VERMONT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the claim of the State of Vermont, amounting 
3.56, allowed by the Auditor for the War Department 
under appropriations, the balances of which have been exhausted 
or carried to the surplus fund, the certification being in lieu of 
the amount transmitted to the Senate on the 25th instant; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 


| Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 
A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. W. J 


| BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 


the following bills: 

A bill (S. 4776) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Emory River, in the State of Tennessee, by the Tennessee 
Railway or its successors; 

A bill (S. 5484) to authorize the city of Little Falls, Minn., to 
construct a wagon and foot bridge across the Mississippi River 
within the limits of said city; and 

A bill (S. 6270) toamend an actentitled ‘‘An act making appro- 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,”’ ap- 
proved June 13, 1902. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 


| the two Housesonthe amendment of the House to the bill (S. 3360) 
| for the promotion of First Lieut. Joseph M. Simms, Revenue- 


Cutter Service. 
The message further announced that the House had disagreed 


| to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 13172) toratify 


and confirm an agreement with the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes 
of Indians, and for other purposes, agrees to the conference asked 
for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Curtis, Mr. Lacey, and Mr. 
LITTLE managers at the conference on the part of the House. 
The message also returned to the Senate in compliance with its 
request the dill (S. 3560) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
promote the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by 
compelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to 
equip their cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes, 


| and their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other 


1896. 


purposes,’ approved March 2. 1893, and amended April 1, 
The message further announced that the House had ftarnishe dl 


| to the Senate, in compliance with its request, a duplicate en- 
grossed copy of the amendment of the Senate to the bill (5S. 49°) 


to amend an act entitled *‘An act to establish a code of law for 


the District of Columbia.”’ 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had | 


signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 


A bill (H. R. 3323) granting a pension to Daniel L. Mallicoat; 


A bill (H. R. 3500) granting an increase oi pension to Kate O. 
Phillips; 

A bill (H. R. 4556) to amend act entitled ‘‘An act to supple- 
ment existing laws relating to the disposition of lands, etc., ap- 
proved March 8, 1901; : % 

A bill (H. R. 5315) granting an increase of pension to Orrin J. 
Wells: 

A bill (H. R. 6871) granting an increase of pension to Harman 
Scramlin; 

A bill (H. R. 10178) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Thomas; 

A bill (H. R. 10983) to provide for the erection at Fredericks- 


burg, Va., of the monument to the memory of Gen. Hugh Mercer, | 
which was ordered by Congress, on the 8th day of April, 1777, | 


should be erected; 

A bill (H. R. 12284) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Shaw; 

A bill (H. R, 12299) granting a pension to William C. Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. 12507) granting an increase of pension to Ebene- 
zer W. Oakley; 

A bill (H. R. 12648) to establish a regular term of United States 
district court in Roanoke city, Va., and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 12800) granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
N. Whitbeck;: 

A bill (H. R. 13650) to correct the military record of James M. 
Olmstead; 

A bill (H. R. 14111) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Tennessee River, in the State of Tennessee, by the 
Harriman Southern Railroad Company; 


A bill (H. R. 14221) granting an increase of pension to Nancy | 


J. McArthur; and 


A bill (H. R. 14691) to authorize the construction of a pontoon 


bridge across the Missouri River, in the county of Cass, in the 


State of Nebraska, and in the county of Mills, in the State of | 


Iowa. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Seattle, Wash., praying for the enactment 
of certain legislation in behalf of the Territory of Alaska; which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Seattle, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the election of a Delegate to Congress from the Territory 
of Alaska; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. PLATT of New ¥ork presented a petition of sundry mem- 
bers of the Aidubon Society of the State of New York of Poplar 
Ridge, Auburn, Orange, Belvedere, and Sherwood, all in the 
State of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the protection of game in Alaska, etc.; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of sundry druggists 
of Fargo, N. Dak., praying for a reduction of the tax on alcohol; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the Grocers’ Chem- 
ical Works, of Evansville, Ind., praying for the passage of the 
so-called pure-food bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union 
No. 54, of Evansville, Ind., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation providing for a reduction of 20 per cent on raw leaf 
tobacco; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the St. Joseph Valley Grange, 
No. 584, of South Bend, Ind., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for uniform mail boxes; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

BOWERS HYDRAULIC DREDGE PATENTS. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I present the statements of Clarence W. 

De Knight and Lysander Hill, made before the Committee on 


Patents, United States Senate, Friday, June 20, 1902, on the ap- | 


plication for extension of the Bowers hydraulic dredge patents. 
{ move that the statements be printed as a document. 
The motion was agreed to. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 6281) to provide for the leasing of water 
power created by public works, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on the Census, to whom 


was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 182) authorizing the | 


Director of the Census to compile statistics relating to irrigation, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
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Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 

referred the bill (H. R. 11987) relating to transportation of duti- 
| able merchandise at subports of Tacoma and Seattle, State of 
| Washington, reported it without amendment. 
He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment pro- 
es to appropriate $25,000 for the improvement of the Ohio 
| River between Cairo and Mound City, intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WARREN. Ireport from the Committee on Claims six- 
| teen bills, one amendment, and three joint resolutions, and ask 
| that they be postponed indefinitely, as they have been provided 
| for otherwise. 
| The bills, amendment, and joint resolutions were postponed in- 
| definitely, as follows: 

A bill (S. 3198) for the relief of the firm of Zeno Secor or its 
legal representatives; 

A bill (S. 4058) for the relief of Sarah K. T. Baker; 

A bill (S. 1710) for the reltef of J. V. Davis; 
| A bill (S. 1213) to grant jurisdiction and authority tothe Court 
| of Claims in the case of Southern Railway Lighter No. 10, her 
cargoes, etc.; 

A bill (S. 3088) for the relief of Julia A. Thomas. administra- 
trix of the estate of I. S. O. G. Greer, deceased; 

A bill (S. 572) for the relief of R. M. Probstfield; 

A bill (S. 871) for the relief of the New Orleans and Bayou 
Sara Mail Company, of New Orleans, La.; 

A bill (S. 3197) for the relief of Secor & Co., Perine, Secor & 
Co., and the firm of Zeno Secor or its legal representatives; 

A bill (S. 105) for the relief of the heirs of C. C. Moore, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 1746) for the relief of the Globe Works, of Boston, 
Mass. : 

A bill (S. 2956) for the relief of Francis King: 

A bill (S. 3070) to pay the findings of the Court of Claims in 
| certain French spoliation claims; 

A bill (S. 5190) for the relief of J. B. Roberson, administrator 
of the estate of J. P. Roberson, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1884) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Tomlinson & Hartupee & Co.; 

A bill (S. 1240) for the relief of John K. Nutt, administrator of 
Haller Nutt, deceased; 

A bill (S. 355) for the relief of Henry R. Walton, administrator 
| of John Walton, deceased; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 29) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to ascertain, allow, and pay the claims of the several 
States for all moneys by them actually paid to aid the General 

| Government in maintaining the national defense when carrying 
on the war of the rebellion; 

A joint resolution (8S. R. 14) in relation to the claims of the 
States of Ohio, Michigan, Illinois, and Indiana against the Gov- 
ernment of the United States; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 10) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay certain claims of the State of Indiana; 

| and 

An amendment submitted by Mr. TurNeER, relative to the 

| claim of the heirs or legal representatives of Charles P. Culver, 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5422) authorizing the county of Mari- 
copa, Territory of Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction of 
reservoirs and dams for water storage, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

SHOAL IN NORTH RIVER, NEW YORK. HARBOR. 


Mr. PERKINS. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 

to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 120) providing 

| for the removal of shoal in North River of New York Harbor, to 

report it favorably without amendment and to ask unanimous 
consent for its immediate consideration. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, and, by unanimous con- 
| sent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
| consideration. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 

| ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
| time, and passed. 

DAVID H. JARVIS, ELLSWORTH P, BERTHOLF, AND SAMUEL J. CALL. 

Mr. HANNA. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 

| to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11019) directing the Secre- 

tary of the Treasury to bestow medals upon First Lieut. David H. 

| Jarvis, Second Lieut. Ellsworth P. Bertholf, and Samuel J. Call, 

surgeon, all of the Revenue-Cutter Service, to report it favorably 

without amendment and to ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
‘tion. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to bestow a gold 
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medal of honor, of such design as he may approve, upon First 
Lieut. David H. Jarvis, Second Lieut. Ellsworth P. Bertholf, and 
Dr. Samuel J. Call, surgeon, all of the Revenue-Cutter Service 
and members of the overland expedition of 1897 and 1898 for the 
relief of the whaling fleet in the arctic regions, in recognition of 
the heroic service rendered by them in connection with that expe- 
dition, and appropriates $1,000 for the purchase or manufacture 
of the medals. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FORT STEVENS NATIONAL MILITARY PARK. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, re- 
ported the following resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That 500 copies of the letter, June 2, 1902, from the Fort Stevens 


Lincoln National Military Park Association, with theappendices A, B,C,and | 
D, all in explanation of the object of the association as contemplated by Sen- | 
» bill No. 4476, Fifty-seventh Congress. first session, to establish a national | 
military park at the battlefield of Fort Stevens, in the District of Columbia, | 


a 


be printed for the use of the Senate. 
JOHN MARBLE. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The bill (H. R. 3519) granting an increase 
of pension to John Marble was mislaid in the committee room. 
t is a bill in behalf of a blind soldier, and is the last report that 
will be made from the Committee on Pensions at this session. 


aoe 
35 


it may be considered. 


The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- | 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. | 


a 
report the bill back favorably without amendment, and ask that | 





It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John Marble, | 


late of the United States steamships Ohio, Cohasset, and Ceres, 
United States Navy, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 
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Mr. HALE. Let me get up the deficiency appropriation pill. 

Mr. PENROSE. Allright. I will then renew the request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 15108) making appropriations to cupply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Appropriations with amendments, 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the formal reading be dispensed with, 
and that the amendments of the committee be acted upon as they 
are reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed 
with, that it be read for amendment, and that the committee 
amendments shall first receive consideration. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PENROSE. Iask the Senator from Maine to yield to me 
to havea bridge bill passed. It will take only a minute, and I want 
to get it through the House to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. If it takes no time I will yield. 

Mr. PENROSE. It will not take any time. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 4611) to authorize the West Elizabeth and 
Dravosburg Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 


| an amendment, in section 5, page 4, line 18, after the word “‘ pur- 


Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 6287) for the | 


relief of Theodore R. Timby; 
and. with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 6288) for the relief of 
Alex. Kennedy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 6289) for the relief of Har- 
rison Capp: which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
company papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


which was read twice by its title, | 


poses,”’ to insert: 

And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all tele- 
graph and telephone companies. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amend- 


| ment was concurred in. 


Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 6290) to extend the pro- | 


visions of section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States as amended by act of February 26, 1895, relating to public 
lands; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were 


each read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on | 


Claims: 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 15108) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1902, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of 
‘** Department of State,’’ on page 2, after line 9, torinsert: 

To pay certain claims of British and German subjects growing out of the 
seizure of the British schooners E. R. Nickerson and Wary during the late 


| war with Spain, as set forth in Senate Document No. 306 of the present ses- 


A bill (S. 6291) for the relief of the estate of George C. Pearce, 


deceased; and 

A bill (S. 6292) for the relief of the estate of John Norwood, 
deceased. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 123) for 
the relief of Naval Cadet William Victor Tomb, United States 
Navy: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

TO THE DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. CLAY submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 


AMENDMENT 


$6,014.60 for payment of final judgment, including cost of suit, of | 


Georgia Venable Construction Company v. The United States, 
rendered in the United States circuit court, northern district of 
Georgia, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 
CLAIMS OF MAIL CARRIERS. 

Mr. BERRY submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
‘ed by the Senate, That the Postmaster-General be directed to send 
nate ther ber of items and the total amount due to individuals 





records on file in the Department fail to show payment by the Confederate 
Government 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the deficiency appropriation bill. 
Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent that a bridge bill 
may be taken up and passed. It will take but a moment. It is 


ving the mails prior to May 1, 1861, in cases where the Confederate | 


to provide for a bridge over the Monongahela River, and I want | 


to have it pass the House to-morrow. I hope the Senator from 


Maine will let the bill be called up, 





sion, $6,605. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 15, to insert: 

To meet the pro rata part of the United States, under the agreement at the 
Second International American Conference, held in the city of Mexico dur- 
ing the year 1901, for the purpose of purchasing the compote edition of 
1,200 copies of the Dictionary of Construction and Rules of the Spanish Lan- 
guage, fiscal year 1908, $4,246. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Foreign inter- 
course,’’ on page 4, after line 7, to insert: 
For additional amount for the salary of the United States consul at Odes 
Russia, for the fiscal year 1903, $590. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 10, to insert: 

That ee apy »priations made in the act making opgrensiotions for the 
diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, ap- 
proved March 22, 1902, for the pay of the envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to Austria, and the secretaries of the legations to Austria, 
are hereby made applicable and payable to the ambassador extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary and secretaries for said embassy for Austria, 
and may be used for the pay of the ambassador of Austria and the secre- 
taries of said embassy. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 21, to insert: 

To pay John C. White for services rendered aschargé d'affaires ad interim 
of the United States at Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, from December 23, 1875, to 
March 27, 1879, inclusive, and from April 11, 1880, to June 30, 1880, inclusive, 
$2,030.63. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Treasury D 
partment,’’ on page 9, after line 2, to insert: 

For construction of a steel ferryboat to run between Ellis Island and the 
Battery, New York, to be paid out of the immigrant fund, $80,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 16, to insert: 


Enforcement of the Chinese-exclusion act: To prevent unlawful entry of 
Chinese into the United States by the appointment of suitable officers to en- 
force the laws in relation thereto, and for expenses of returning to China all 
Chinese persons found to be unlawfully in the United States, including the 
cost of imprisonment and actual expense of conveyance of Chinese persons 
to the frontier or seaboard for deportation, $15,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 2, to insert: 

Pan-American Exposition: To John G. Milburn, of Buffalo, N. Y.,as trustee, 
for the payment of certain creditors of the Pan-American Exposition Com- 
pany, $500,000; the claims against said company to be paid pro rata by said 
Milburn as trustee aforesaid being for labor, material, services, and other 
expenses incident thereto and attending the work of said exposition. None 
of this money shall be paid toany stockholder of said corporation as a divi- 
dend upon such stock, nor to pay any claim against said company secured by 
e, nor to any holder of bonds or securities of said company on ac- 
count of said bonds or securities, nor shall any payment be made for rents of 

aid grounds or for the restoration of the same. The said Milburnas trustee 
shall file with the Secretary of the Treasury a report giving the names of the 
creditors so paid and the respective amounts and on what account, accompa- 
nied with a voucher, under oath, showing the furnishing of such labor, mate- 
rial, services, and other expenses as aforesaid, and the payment therefor by 
said trustee. Tho unexpended balance, if any, shall be returned by said trustee 
tothe Treasury with said report, which shall be filed within one year after said 
appropriation shall be paid to said trustee. In case of the death, resignation, 
or removal of said trustee, the circuit court of the United States for the 
western district of New York shall, upon application of any interested party, 
appoint a successor who shall discharge said trust. ; 

The said trustee or his successor may be required by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to give a bond to be approved by him for the faithful discharge of 
said trust hereby created. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, is itin order to move an amend- 
ment? Is the bill being read for amendment now? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Itisnot. Unanimous consent 
was given that the committee amendments should first receive 
consideration. 

Mr. HALE. There will bean opportunity when we get through 
with the committee amendments. 





morte 











Mr. BAILEY. I simply want to protest against that kind of a | 


yrovision, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If an amendment was to be 
proposed to an amendment 
Mr. HALE. That of course is in order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would be in order. 
Mr. HALE. Ifthe Senator wants to move to amend the amend- 
ment, of course he can do so. 





Mr. BAILEY. Probably, if there is any place in the United | 


States which under all the circumstances would be entitled to this 
kind of a provision by Congress it would be Buffalo. Not only 
did her enterprising citizens provide a great exposition there at 
a loss, but the overwhelming calamity that came upon the entire 


Republic in the assassination of President McKinley fell with pe- | 
culiar effect upon this exposition. But my judgment is when | 


cities or individuals engage in an undertaking of this kind they 


ought to take the chances of loss and of profit. Nobody believes | 


that if they had realized a handsome profit upon their investment 
they would have been tendering any portion of it to the Govern- 
ment of the United States. Neither does anybody believe that 
having incurred a loss the Congress of the United States ought 
to make it good. 

For ten years in the other House of Congress I have been pro- 
testing against appropriations for purposes like this. I declared, 
[ remember, in the first contest over it, that we would reach a 
time when there would scarcely be two years without an exposi- 
tion in some part of the country. We reached it earlier than I 
expected. We have reached it, and I simply want to record my 
prediction now, that if Congress pays the deficiency provided for 


in this bill in the case of the Buffalo Exposition and the Charies- | 


ton Exposition, it will be called upon to meet a very much greater 
deficiency in the great exposition which is to be held at the city 
of St. Louis. 


If it is to be the policy of the Government that everybody who | 


wants to hold an exposition can get Congressional appropriations 


for that purpose, and if, when they fail to meet their expenses, | 


they can then return to Congress and procure appropriations to 
cover the deficiencies, let the country understand it. 

_lam exceedingly loath to make this point against the Buffalo 
Exp sition. Iknow the men who were identified with it; I know 
they have borne their part as well as men could have done under 
the circumstances; but it is a principle with me. I believe this 

_& gross misapplication of public funds, and it can not pass 
without, at least, a protest on my part and a vote against it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I am very glad the Senator has 
said what he has so well. This is undoubtedly a great departure 


from what in the olden days anybody thought would be done. | 


My consolation in all that I have done in this matter is that I 
think the fate of this exposition and the fate of the Charleston 
Exposition has been such that it will dissuade the cities of the 
country from the mad pursuit they have been engaged in for ex- 
}ositions. They start with the theory that it would be of great 
advantage to the towns where they are to be held, and then they 
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ask Congress to give them a kind of national and international 
character by inviting foreign powers to participate, and when in 
compliance with that importunity we do that, the next step is 
that they claim we are committed to it as a Government expo- 
sition. 

Now, the Committee on Appropriations has gone through all 
this so many times that it is worn out with the whole subject- 
matter. In the first place, we ought not again in a generation to 
take any part whatever in any of these expositions. AsI have 
said, I hope the fate of these two will deter subsequent enter- 
prises of this kind, 

The committee put in this provision for two reasons. It does 
not make any difference in the amount of money whether you 
appropriate originally as a gift or appropriate afterwards as a de- 
ficiency. The Senate last year provided for $500,000 additional to 
this exposition in the spirit of liberality that had led it to be very 
liberal to the St. Louis Exposition, but the House struck it out 
and we could not get it in conference. If we had done as the 
Senate had then decided unanimously to give it to them they 
would have had the money and would not have been here now. 
Therefore in reckoning up amounts the Committee on Appropria- 
tioris saw that it was no more than the Senate had already com- 
mitted itself to. 

Then, of course, there was the other patent reason—the tragic 





event in Buffalo, which overshadowed not only the country, but 
the world, and prostrated this exposition. It was not the fault of 
the Government; it did not make a legal claim upon the Treas- 
ury; but, in connection with the fact that we had already pro- 
| vided for $500,000, as I have said, beforehand as a gift, it appealed 
| to the Senate committee very strongly that we should put it on. 
| We have guarded it and have left the expenditure of the money 
in the hands of a very eminent man in Buffalo, Mr. Milburn, who 
| was the president, and who, I will say, after we had drafted the 
| amendment and put it into his hands, telegraphed down that he 
| preferred that we should add to the provision one making him 
accountable to the Treasury and submit vouchers and returns, 
and also asking that we put him under bonds, as is usual in such 
cases. The committee did not propose to do that, having so much 
confidence in him, but we complied with his request, and have 
provided that he shall account to the Treasury, make his returns 
there for this money, show how it has been expended, and if 
| there is any balance pay it back; and that he shall also give 
bonds, as disbursing officers do who are intrusted with Govern- 
| ment money. 
| So we have in the details guarded it as well as we can, and we 
| have been influenced by this consideration. My opinions are in 
| entire accord with those of the Senator from Texas. There is no 
real claim here in law, perhaps not in equity, but rather in sym- 
pathy, and, as I have said, there is the hope that this will be the 
end of this kind of business. I think it will. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is there any language in the amendment, I 
ask the Senator, which would distinguish it from the ordinary 
deficit, so as to take it out from being a precedent which is to be 

| followed hereafter? The assassination of the President at But 
| falo undoubtedly, as the Senator says, had a very detrimenta 
| effect upon the exposition. That was an event which it is to be 
hoped and expected is absolutely unique and will not occur again. 
I should like to suggest to the Senator whether, if it be possible 
to put it in a law upon this peculiar ground, it would not be wise 
to do it? 

Mr. HALE. The committee considered that, and we thought 
we would not embody anything of that kind in the bill, but let it 
be seen, as it will be, and remembered of all men hereafter, that 
that is one great reason. The other reason is a pretty strong 
one. 

Mr.SPOONER. What will be remembered hereafter will be the 
appropriation to make up the deficit. I think the Senator from 
Texasis quite right. But Ishall vote for this proposition. One rea- 
| son why I shall vote for it is because I suppose it will be taken as a 
| sort of understanding that hereafter the Government will not as- 
sume the ultimate expense and deficit, and that may be a satis- 
factory argument against embarking in any more of these expo- 
sitions. 

Mr. HALE. That is what I hope. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
Texas as to these appropriations, and it was with great reluctance 
that I assented as a member of the committee to this item. But 
this is an exceptional case. If it has ever been justifiable for the 
| Government to assist in these expositions, it is certainly justifi- 
able that the Government should assist now in paying some of 
the expenses that will fall heavily and cruelly upon a certain 
portion of the community where this fair was held. 

I am nota special friend of expositions. I think the experience 
in Buffalo will be beneficial, because I think it will retard other 
communities from trying them. The fair at Buffalo would un- 
' doubtedly have been a success but for the unfortunate occurrence 
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of the assassination of the President. 
was a promising one, but immediately upon the assassination the 
people of the United States were so horror-stricken with that 


Up to that time the fair 


terrible catastrophe that nobody wanted to go there. It is a fact 
that not only did the attendance immediately fall off—that is, 
people did not go—but people who had gone there intending to 
remain for some considerable time immediately departed from 
the city. 


I have some acquaintances at Buffalo. I was brought up in 


the neighborhood of that city and I know a great many people | 


there. The universal testimony is that the boarding houses and 
hotels which had been full of people and trains that were loaded 
with people coming in were in three or four days entirely emp- 
tied. It entailed a tremendous loss on the community, and the 
men who had taken hold of this enterprise with a zeal and cour- 
age that are commendable when they attempt such a thing have 
suffered an immense loss. They have not paid all of the debts, 
and the committee felt that there were certain classes of debts 
that ought to be paid by the Government. A's we made an ap- 


propriation of $500,000 which they did not get, we felt that under | 


the circumstances we ought to put this provision in the bill. I 
believe it is one of those things which we ought to do, and then 
we ought to quit this kind of business. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, if I could be sure that the hope 
of the Senator from Maine and of the Senator from Colorado is a 
well-founded one, that cities hereafter would be deterred by the 
failure of this and other expositions from attempting to hold 
more, I should be reconciled to the appropriation carried by this 
bill. I am afraid, however, if we advise these ambitious citizens 
that when they undertake an exposition and fail we will provide 
for their deficiencies We rather encourage than discourage them. 

There is now only one more exposition recognized and provided 
for by the law of Congress. It is to celebrate a great event in 
the history of this country, and, as I believe, in the progress of 
the world. I sincerely hope that, inasmuch as that exposition 
has been undertaken, it will be a great success, and then I as sin- 
cerely hope that Congress will not again in fifty years authorize 
another enterprise of this kind. 

Mr. HALE. I shall be glad to join with the Senator, and I 
know the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] will join with 
us if he is here, as I hope he will be, in meeting these cases at 
the threshold, in limine, and in some way disconnect the Govern- 
ment from any exposition whatever. We have had enough of 
them. Our fault a been in encouraging them in the begin- 
ning. in taking the first step. That is the dangerous step. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
holding of these expositions would get to be an industry. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the amendment of the committee. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 12, after line 6, to insert: 

South Carolina Interstate and West Indian Exposition: For the payment 
of legal claims against the South Carolina Interstate and West Indian Expo- 
sition Company for labor, articles, and services rendered to said company 
for the work of said exposition, or for the reimbursement of any officer of 
said company who has advanced money or paid such claims, $160,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 10, to insert: 

Payment to Chamberlain, Delany & Scott: To enable the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay Chamberlain, Delany & Scott, of the city of Richmond, 
State of Virginia, the sum of $1,704.46, the amount provided for by the act 
approved June 3, 1902, it now appearing that all appropriations for the Mar- 
blehead light-house have been exhausted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 8, after the word 
‘**cents,”’ to insert *‘ Maj. Dan C. Kingman, $10.30; Capt. Charles 
L. Potter, $79.65,’’ and in line 9, before the word ** cents,”’ to 
strike out *‘ five hundred and fourteen dollars and eighty-two”’ 
and insert ‘‘ six hundred and four dollars and seventy-seven;”’ 
as to make the clause read: 

Credit in accounts of certain officers, Corps of Engineers: Authority is 
hereby granted to the accounting officers of the Treasury to allow and credit 
in the accounts of certain officers of the Corps of Engineers. United States 
Army, amounts standing against them on the books of the Treasury, as fol- 


The question is on agreeing 


50 


lows: Lieut. Col. W. H. H. Benyaurd, $29.70; Maj. F. A. Mahan, $15; Capt 
C. H. McKinstry, $9.22; Lieut. Col. O. H. Ernst, $435.04; Maj. Dan C. King- 
man, $10.30; Capt. Charles L. Potter, $79.65, and Capt. Henry 8. Taber, $1,025.46; 






all, $1,604.77. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 20, to insert: 


Reliet of estate of George Lea Febiger: The estate of George Lea Febiger, 
late first lieutenant, Thirty-third United States Infantry Volunteers, ishereby 


In 


relieved from accountability for subsistence funds in the sum of $129.38, that 
being the amount of such funds with which he was charged and for which he 
was accountable on October 24, 1900, on which date he was killed in action. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 15, line 21, after the word 
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| **to,’’ to insert ‘‘ and loss of time of;’’ in line 24, before the word 

| ** dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ six hundred and twenty-four’ and in- 

| sert ‘‘ one thousand three hundred and forty-four;’’ so as to make 

| the clause read: 

| Reimbursement to the Independent Line Steamers, of Tampa, Fla.: To pay 

| to the Independent Line Steamers, of Tampa, Fla., in full settlement of a/l 

claims said steamer line may have against the United States for damages to 

| and loss of time of the steamer Manatee, due to a collision with the U. 8.5 
Hillsboro, in Tampa Bay, Florida, on themight of November 18, 1901, $1,344.18. 

| The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 2, to insert: 

Reimbursement to John and David West: To pay to John and David West, 

| of Cathlamet, Wash., as reimbursement in full of all damages to their dock 

| in the Columbia River at said Cathlamet by the U. 8. dredge W. 8. Ladd, as 

| set forth in House Document No. 437 of the present session, $88.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 9, to insert: 


Reimbursement to owners of Belgian steamer Ragner: To reimburse the 
owners of the Belgian steamer Ragner for damages sustained in consequence 
of a collision of the Army transport Sumner in Manila Bay, as found by 
eee States Consul-General John Goodnow at Shanghai, China, arbitrator, 
$8,524.10. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 21, to increase the 
| appropriation ‘‘ to defray the expenses of collecting the revenue 

from customs,’’ on account of the fiscal year 1902, from $50,000 
| to $150,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 10, to insert: 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 
For rental of temporary quarters forthe accommodation of certain Goy- 
ernment officials at Springfield, [ll., during the fiscal year 1908, $2,500. 


| 
| 
| The amendment was agreed to, 
} 


The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 15, to insert: 


_ To pay Rand, McNally & Co., for repairs and improvements to the quarters 
in Chicago, Ill., occupied as subtreasury and internal-revenue offices, $1,145 


| 

| The amendment was agreed to. 

| The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 19, to insert: 

ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 

The Secretary of of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to 

| transfer the sum of $56,670 of the unexpended balance to the credit of each of 

the following opgrcesstens, namely: Compensation of employees, Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing, 1902, and plate printing, Bureau of Engraving and 

| Printing, 1902, to the appropriation for materials and miscellaneous expenses, 

Bureau of Engraving and Printing, 1902, and to use the sum so transferred as 

though it had been originally appropriated for the purposes of said appro- 

— for materials and miscellaneous expenses, Bureau of Engraving and 
-rinting, 1902. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Revenue Cut- 
ter Service,’’ on page 19, after line 9, to insert: 

To pay Guy N. Stockslager for services performed for the months of 
August, September, and October, 1900, at the request of Lieut. D. H. Jarvis, 
Revenue-Cutter Service, acting special agent of the Treasury Department, 
in assisting him in investigating the gondition and taking care of the Eski- 
mos who were sick and dying along the coast near Cape Nome, Alaska, at a 
salary of $200 per month, $600. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Government 
in the Territories,’’ on page 22, after line 5, to insert: 

Territory of Hawaii: To pay in part the awards rendered under an act of 
the legislative assembly of the Territory of Hawaii by the fire claims com 
mission of that Territory for property dectsoved in the suppression of the 
bubonic plague in said Territory in the years 1899 and 1900, $1,000,000. And 
the governor and secretary of said Territory are hereby authorized to issue 
| the bonds of that Territory in such sum, not exceeding $500,000, as, together 

with the money hereby appropriated, may be sufficient to pay all of said 
awards. Said bonds shall be payable in gold coin of the United States of 
America of the present standard weight and fineness, shall bear interest at 
the rate of 4 per cent per annum, payable semiannually, and be redeemable 
in not lessthan five years and payable in not more than fifteen years from the 
date of issuance. The principal and interest of all bonds shall be exempt 
from any and all taxes, and the payment thereof shall constitute a charge 
on the revenues of the Territory of Hawaii. Said bonds shall be sold at not 
less than their face value, and the proceeds thereof shall be applied to the 
peyment of the awards aforesaid and to no other purpose, and they shall be 
ot such form and denominations and be issued and sold under such rules and 
regulations as the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe. Under no cir- 
cumstances shall any claimant, or anyone claiming through him, be required 
to pay, nor shall any attorney or agent be entitled to charge, demand, or 
receive, directly or indirectly, more than 10 per cent upon the amount re- 
covered as compensation for services or labor of any kind or character in the 
prosecution or establishment of the claim, and in cases of contracts or agree- 
ments providing for payment of less than 10 per cent the payment shall 
not be increased above the percentage so agreed upon. Before any such 
award shall be paid hereunder, the governor of said Territory must certify 
that the same is genuine and was duly rendered in pursuance of the act of 
the legislative assembly of the Territory; and the payment of said awards 
shall be in full satisfaction and discharge of any oan all claims or demands 
against said Territory or the United States on account of any property de- 
stroyed in the said suppression of the bubonic plague. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
| The next amendment was, under the head of “‘ District of Co- 
| lumbia.’’ on page 25, after line 3, to insert: 


For contingent expenses, being an additional amount required for the 
office of the superintendent of insurance, including rent, furniture. station: 
ery, printing, books, law books, books of reference, and periodicals, and 
| other general necessary expenses of his office, $300. 


' The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 27, line 21, to increase the 


appropriation for the electrical department of the District of | 


Columbia from $2,000 to $2,644.46. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 22, to insert: 


Indexing code of the District: To pay Edwin C. Brandenburg for indexing 
the code of laws for the District of Columbia, $500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 29, line 15, after the word 
‘“‘nayment,”’ to strike out: 


Also the sum of $7,246.81 interest allowed by the court, on the claim of the | 
Camden Iron Works, from February 27, 1888, to the date when judgment was | 


rendered. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Judgments: For payment of the judgments, including costs, against the | 


District of Columbia, set forth in House Documents Nos. 586 and 613, of this 


session, $24,768.11, together with a further sum to pay the interest, at not | 


exceeding 4 per cent, on said judgments, as providec 
the same became due until the date of payment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


by law, from the date 


The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ War Depart- | 


ment,’ on page 32, after line 21, to insert: 


Statement of receipts and expenditures in Cuba and the Philippine Islands: 
To enable the Secretary of War to employ temporary force and to pay al 
necessary expenses, including rent of rooms not to exceed $1,500, in compil- 
ing for the information of Congress a detailed statement of the receipts and 
expenditures by the military government of Cuba since May 1, 1900, in con- 
tinuation and completion of the statement heretofore furnished of such re- 
ceipts and expenditures covering the period from the beginning of Ameri- 
can occupation to and including April 30, 1900; and to enable the Secretary 
of War to pay all necessary expenses in cma for the information of 
Congress a similar statement relating to the Philippine Islands of all re- 
ceipts and expenditures from the date of American occupation, $30,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, to be available until expended. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 13, to insert: 
Deposit of certain military stores funds: All funds received as the value 


of military stores transferred by the several staff departments of the Army | 


to the insular government of the Philippines shall be deposited in the Treas- 
ury of the United States and remain available during the fiscal year 1903. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 22, to insert: 


Reimbursement of the Illinois Central Railroad Company: For reimburs 
ing the Illinois Central Railroad Company for damages to the roof of the 
Union Depot and train shed at Seventh and River streets, Louisville, Ky., by 
blasting operations conducted by the Government in connection with the 
improvement of the Ohio River, $60.82. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, after line 4, to insert: 

Governors Island, N. Y.: For gontinning the enlargement of Governors 
Island by construction of wharf, dredging, bulkhead, and filling, $200,000; and 
for the erection of storehouses and other necessary buildings, in accordance 
with the plan reported by a board composed of Maj. Gen. John R. Brooke, 
Col. George L. Gillespie, and Col. Amos 8. Kimball, dated July 21, 1900, $60,000; 
in all, $260,000, to be available during the fiscal year 19038. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, after line 14, to insert: 

Payment to the North American Transportation and Trading Company: 
For payment to the North American Transportation and Trading Company, 
Seattle, Wash., for Barge No. 3 and eight warehouse trucks wrecked Octo- 
ber 17, 1900, while in service of the United States under impressment at 
St. Michael, Alaska, rece+ving supplies from Government transports, $4,564.80. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Che next amendment was, on page 37, after line 23, to insert: 


For payment to the North American Transportation and Trading Com- | 


pany, Seattle, Wash., of actual cost of oe sustained by their sailing ves- 
sel Mary Ann in collision with the U.S. 8. Jeff. C. Davis, formerly the Du 
Chesnay, at Fort St. Michael, Alaska, July 21, 1900, $405. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 4, to insert: 


For payment to the North American Transportation and Trading Com- 
3 ‘9 Seattle, Wash., for supplies purchased from said company by Capt. 


Richardson, Eighth United States Infantry, for the relief of destitute | 


Indians at Fort Yukon, Alaska, in March, April, and May, 1899, as detailed in 
House Document No, 341, Fifth-sixth Congress, second session, $189. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 13, to insert: 


Payment to the Alaska Commercial Company: For payment to the Alaska 
Commercial Company, San Francisco, Cal., for 1 model barge, wrecked 
October 22, 1900, while in the service of the United States by authority of the 
commanding general, Department of Alaska, by whom pressed into service 
for the purpose of bringing ashore the main winter supply of coal for Fort 
St. Michael, Alaska, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Che next amendment was, on page 38, after line 21, to insert: 

To pay EK. A. ey in full compensation for rescuing, housing, feed- 
ing, clothing, and caring for shipwrecked sailors in the Arctic Ocean, in the 
years 1897 and 1898, $4,785.55. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 12, to insert: 
NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 
GENERAL ACCOUNT OF ADVANCES. 


To retmburse “General account of advances,” created by the act of June 


19, 1876, for amounts advanced therefrom and expended on account of the 


several appropriations named in excess of the sums appropriated therefor, 
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| for the fiscal year given, found to be due the ‘general account” on adjust 


ment by the accounting officers, there is appropriated as follows: 
For emergency fund, Navy Department, 1899, $135.19. 
For emergency fund, Navy Department, January 1, 1899, $918.54. 
For pay of the Navy, 1897, $84.65. 
For pay of the Navy, 1896, $7.60. 
For contingent, Navy, 1901, $1,022.12. 
For contingent, Navy, 1898 and 1899, $240.08. 
For fuel, Marine Corps, 1901, $2,063.20. 
For transportation and recruiting, Marine Corps, 1900, $2,867.44. 
For contingent, Marine Corps, 1901, $3,924.23; 
For contingent, Marine Corps, 1898 and 1899, $4.16; 
| For transportation, recruiting, and contingent, Bureau of Navigation, 
| 1901, $2,410.42; 
For transportation, recruiting, and contingent, Bureau of Navigation, 





1900, $2,001.03; ; 

For transportation, recruiting, and contingent, Bureau of Navigation, 
1898 and 1899, $58.53; 

For repairs, Bureau of Ordnance, 1901, $5,199.48. 

For equipment of vessels, Bureau of Equipment, 1900, $17,460.66. 

For equipment of vessels, Bureau of Equipment, 1898 and 1899, $138.10. 

For contingent, Bureau of Equipment, 1898 and 1899, $24. 
For maintenance, Bureau of Yards and Docks, 1901, $15,248.68. 

seo Medical Department, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, 1898 and 1899, 

$20.95. 
| saints Medical Department, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, January 1, 
899, $10; 

For contingent, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, 1901, $3,462.45; 

For contingent, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, 1900, $855.27; 

For contingent, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, 1898-99, $83.95; 

For provisions, Navy, Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, 1898-99, $107.55; 

For provisions, Navy, Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, 1898, $27; 

For contingent, Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, 1898-99,.$13.90; 

For steam machinery, Bureau of Steam Engineering, 1898-99, $4,197.61; 

For steam machinery, Bureau of Steam Engineering, 1898, $8; 
_ For repairs and preservation, Bureau of Yards and Docks, 1901, $34,046.22; 
in all, $99,641.01. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, after line 21, to insert: 

Bureau of Supplies and Accounts: That the sum of $1,000,000 of the unex- 
pended balance of the appropriation of $3,000,000 under * Provisions, Navy,” 
made by the act approved March 3, 1899, for the fiscal year 1900, is hereby re- 
appropriated, and the accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby author- 
ized and directed to transfer said amount to the naval supply fund. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 4. to insert: 

Bureau of Steam Engineering: Steam machinery, 1900: To pay balance due 
under contract for boilers for the United States steamer Raleigh, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 8, to insert: 

Naval Academy: For building and furnishing additional temporary quar 
ters and recitation rooms for cadets, to be available for the fiscal year 1908, 
$20,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 5, to insert: 

For payment of per diem to enlisted men detailed on extra duty as clerks, 
messengers, etc., in the offices at headquarters, United States Marine Corps, 
Washington, D. C., and the office of the assistant quartermaster, United 
States Marine Corps, Philadelphia, Pa., less the 20 per centum war increase 
already paid, from April 26, 1898, to May 25, 1900, inclusive, $2,702.96. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 5, to insert: 

The Auditor for the Navy Department is hereby authorized and directed 
| tocredit on voucher No. 780, second quarter, 1900, in favor of the New York 
| and Cuba Mail Steamship Company, for the transportation of 1 officer and 37 
| enlisted men of the Marine Corps, from Habana, Cuba, to New York in 
August, 1899, amounting to $1,098, the sum of $278 for quarantine fees 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 15, to insert: 

To reimburse Passed Assistant Paymaster Webb V. H. Rose amount paid 
for injuries inflicted by the United States steamship Monterey and checked 
against his accounts by the accounting officers of the Treasury, $45.58. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 20, to insert: 


To reimburse Paymaster Livingston Hunt amount paid for an injury toa 
gondola car, No. 8144, belonging to the Philadelphia, Wilmington and Balti- 
more Railroad Company, Gaeaet by sinking while on board a Government 
barge near the wharf at Indian Head, $98.73. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 2, to insert: 


To reimburse Pay Inspector James A. Ring amount paid for repairs of 
the mainsail of schooner Solano checked against his accounts by the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury, $23.64. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 6, to insert: 


To reimburse W. G. Drees and W. J. Hansford for clothing lost, namely: 
W.G. Drees, $22.45. 
W. J. Hansford, $19.01. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 53, after line 23, to insert: 


Maps prepared in the General Land Office: That the $14,840 appropriated 
by the act approved April 17, 1900, for the connected and separate United 
States and other maps prepared in the General Land Office of the United 
States, which appropriation was made available for expenditure during the 
fiscal year 1902 by the act approved March 3, 1901, be, and the same is hereby, 
made available for expenditure during the fiscal year 1903; and that the $14,440 
appropriated by act of Congress + yen March 3, 1901, for the connected 
and separate United States and other maps prepared in the General Land 





| 
| 
| fiscal year 1903. 

The amendment was agreed to, 





| Office be, and the same is hereby, made available for expenditure during the 
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The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 13, to insert: 
se pale s Jones, Edward Minor, and Edward Poindexter for 
88 incurred in consequence of injuries received by the fall ofa 





imbur 
expenses i 


To re 


a 








temporary roof over the Supreme Court chamber, Capitol, at $250 each, $750. 
The aenendmece nt was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 57, line 3, after the word 
on,”’ to insert *‘ or after;*’ so as to make the proviso read: 
That the disbursing clerk of the Census Office may 
pay out of the und on or after June 30, 1902, to employees of the office 


who are not to be reappointed on July 1, for whatever leave of absence the 
Director of the Census may, in his discretion, allow them, not to exceed, how- 
ever, the al leave authorized by existing law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

T he next amendment was, on page 57, after line 21, to insert: 

I Mount Rainier National Park, Washington: For protec- 





vement of ] 


tic ovement of the park and repairing and extension of roads, to 
be expe under the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, to con- 
tinue available during the fiscal year 1908, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendme nt was, on page 58, line 6, after the word 

park,’ to strike out ‘* construction of fences and trails;’’ and in 
line 24 , be fo re the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ three’’ and 
insert ‘“‘two;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improvement of the Crater Lake National Park, Oregon: For protection 


end improvems - of the park and repairing and extension of roads, to be ex- 


per I unde supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, to continue 
available se fon the fiscal year 1903, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

ihe next ams anaes was, on page 58, after line 17, to insert: 

Payment to Roland C. Nichols: For payment to Roland C. Nichols, late re- 
ceiver of public m«¢ and special disbursing agent at the land office at 





aska, the ¢ difference between the amount of salary at the rate of 
num, certified by the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
due to him from July 1, 190, to May 31, 1901, and the amount allowed and 
paid him in the settlement of his account for said period by the Auditor for 
he Interior Department, $1,339.7 


Peavey, A 


x) per an 


@1 





Tha sonia was oimeath to. 
The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 3, to insert: 
Payment to Albert E. Rose: For payment to Albert E. mom, late register 
of the land office at Peavey, Alaska, the difference between the amount of 
salary “ the rate of $1,500 Lat annum, certified by the Cc 5 Re of the 
: and Office » him from July 1, 1900, to May 1901, and the 
rid h - in the settlement of his account drat period 


s du 











1 “the tall l it r for the Int Yr Department, $1,339.72. 
The amendment was aa to. 
= he 1ext amendment was, on page 64, after line 2, to insert: 
R: F. Pettigrew, administrator of the estate of Frederick W. Pet- 
tigre deceased, balance due on surveying contract No. 136, dated August 





‘ 


1, 1808, $320.45. 


The amen ime nt was agreed to. 





The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 11, to insert: 
Yellowst . Nati onal Park: For the purchase of buffalo for the Yellow- 
st Na P. a k, construction of 3 a wire fence, and other suitable inclo- 
ure therefor, and th irchase of necessary feed for the herd for one year, 
¢ KX) 2 EXT aie ider the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, 





and to continue avai lable durin g the fiscal year 1903. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 19, to insert: 
Sury eys of Indis an reserv ations: For survey of the Walker River Reserva- 
‘ Ne v.. $17.500: for survey of the Uintah Reser vation, Utah. $128.000; for 

















rvey he Spokane Reservation. Wash., $11,500; for allotment of lands to 
Indians on the ker River Reservation, Nev., $4,000; for allotment of land 
to Indians on a sh Reservation. Utah, $12,000; for allotment of land to 
indians on the Spokane Reservation, Wash., $2.000; in all, $175,000, to continue 
available during the fiscal year 1903. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 70, after line 11, to insert: 

mburse Horace M. Rebok, formerly Indian agent for the Sac and 

Fox tribe in lowa,and W.G. Malin, Indian agent for said tribe, for costs and | 
ex1 es defending suits br: mght in the U ni ited States circ uit court at 
Cedar pids, Iowa, on behalf of Y. Ta Tah Wah, a tribal Indian, against 
said Rebok and Malin, respectively, for damages for false imprisonment, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


as, under the head of ‘* Post-Office De- 


The next amendment v 
partment,’’ on page 71, after line 4, to on 
To enable the Postmaster-General to pay Katie Nolan balance of salary 





-office at San “Ant mio, Tex., from July 1, 


due r a stamp clerk in the post 


1889, to July 1, 1893, 


The amendment was agreed to. 





$800. 






The next amendment was, under the head of ‘* Department of | 
Justice,’’ on page 73, after line 10, to insert: 
For miscel us expenditures, including telegraphing, oa, lights, for- 


books of refer- 
e Attorney- 


buildir ag and care of grounds, 
directly ordered by th 


r, repairs of 
i ot 1er nece 


t a 45.09. 
amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 75, after line 13, 
For the payment of W. N. Landers for clerical services r« nde red i 
office of the United States district attorney for the district of Al 
division, from July 24, 1900, to April 15, 1901, inclusive, at the rate of $2,400 
per annum, $1.7 


gn postage, 


ssaries, 


to insert: 
in the 


748.87. 


The amendment was d to. 


agre 
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The next amendment was, on page 75, after line 20, to insert: 

For the payment of Herman D. Crow for legal services rendered the 
United States from October 5 to October 10, inclusive, 1901, during the illness 
of the United States district attorney for the district of Washington, $100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Legislative,’ 
page 81, after line 13, to insert: 

For the purchase from Prof. Francis N. Thorpe of manuscript fora new 
edition of charters, constitutions, and organic laws of all the States, Terri- 
tories, and colonies now or heretofore forming the United States, and any 
acts of Congress relating thereto, prepared by him, $10,000: Provided, That 
he shall prepare a complete index of the wor! r, and ‘do all proof reading in 
connection with the preparation, printing, and publication thereof: and the 
Public Printer shall print and bind ata of the work, of which 2,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 82, to insert: 

For the purchase of the manuscript index of discussions of the United 
States Congress, 1789 to 1902, in three parts, by William A. Peffer, now in pre p 

on, $5,000: Provided, That $1,000 of this amount shall be immediate ly 
and hereafter proportional payments may be made for the several 
parts of the index when completed to the satisfaction of the Librarian of 
Congress, and upon his certificate thereof. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 82, after line 9 
SENATE. 

For compensation of the officers, clerks, messengers, and others in the 
service of t 1c Senate, namely: Sixteen pages for the Senate Chamber, at the 
rate of $2.50 per day each during the session, $1,240, for the fiscal year 1903, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 82, after line 16, to insert. 

To reimburse the official reporters of the proceedings and debat tes of the 
| Senate for expenses incurred from March 4, 1901, to March 4, 1902, for clerk 
| hire and other extra clerical services, $3,990. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 82, after line 22, to insert: 
To pay Paul Cockerille for services as a laborer in the Senate folding 
| room in November, 1899, $17.61. 

| The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 83, to insert: 

To pay R. G. Proctor for indexing and for extra services as clerk to t! 
Committee on the Philippines, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 3, to insert: 

To pay J. H. Jones for extra services in the care of the Senate chronom 
eter and for the work in connection therewith, $100 for the first session of 
| the Fifty-seventh Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay the persons who pe rfor med 
the work of arranging and reparing the copy for and indexing the Execu 
| 
i 


>on 





, to insert: 








~ 


7, to insert: 


tive Journals of the Senate from March 4, 1869, to March 3, 1891, $4, 0). which 
1ay be expended as additional pay or comp< msation to any officer or 
emp » of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 
| To pay to A. H. Howe, for expenses incurred and for services in com; 
| and indexing the records, briefs. and arguments of c ounsel in the i I 
eases in the October term of the Supreme Court of the United States, 1) 00, 
including appendixes, provided for in House concurrent resolution of Febru 
ary 1901, Fifty-sixth Congress, second session, the sum of $1,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 83, after line to insert: 

To pay Dennis M. Kerr, for services as assistant clerk, by detail, to the 
Committee on Pensions, $759. 
| The amendment was agreed to. 
| ‘} 7O¢ 2 + 9 snaart: 
The next amendment was, on page 84, after line 2, to insert: 
To pay John H. Walker, for extra services as clerk to the Committee on 


sum I 
loye 


83, after line 15, to insert: 


ing 








15. 


92 


wo, 


Pensions, $0). 
| ‘The amendment was agreed to. 
| The next amendment was, on page 84, after line 4, to insert: 


| of the Senate upon vouchers approved by the chairman of the com: 
and said sum, or any part thereof, in the discretion of the chairman mi ay 7 be 


To enable the Commstttes on Claims to prepare a record and index of pri- 
| vate claims beeen ed in the Senate during the Fifty-sixth and Fifty-seventh 
| Congre , witha v ie w of reporting the same to the Senate at the beginning 
| of the next session of Congress, $1,200, to be paid from the contingent con d 
| 
j 


| paid as additional compensation to any officer or employee of the | nited 
States. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ House of Rep- 
resentatives,’’ on page 87, after line 4, to insert: 
To C. E. Wilson, $2,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 87, after line 5, to insert: 
To F. R. Lassiter, $2,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 87, line 7, to increase the 


| total appropriation for allowance to contestants and contestees 
| for expenses incurred by them in contested election cases, 45 
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audited and recommended by the Committee on Elections of the 


House of Representatives, from $35,223.05 to $39,223.05. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 90, after line 7, to insert: 

To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay to George W. 
Nichols, father of Charles C. Nichols, deceased, the expenses of the last ill- 
ness and burial of the said Charles C. Nichols in a sum not exceeding $250, 
and the further sum of $360, being six months’ pay at the rate of compensa- 
tion received by him at the time of his death as a laborer under the Door- 
keeper; in all, $610. 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

The next amendment was, on page 90, after line 15, to strike 
out: 

For compiling, under the direction of the House Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, of the constitutions with all amendments thereto, and of the organic 
acts and enabling acts of the several States and Territories of the United 
States, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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| cluded. 


The next amendment was, under the head of “‘ Judgments, | 


Court of Claims,’’ on page 91, line 24, after the word ‘* ninety- 
two,” to insert ‘‘ and Senate Document No. —;’’ and on page 92, 
line 8, before the word ‘* Provided,’’ to strike out ‘ $71,474.53 ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ $236,578.87;’? and in line 5, after the word “ ex- 
pired,”’ to insert: 

ind provided further, That settlement of the judgment in the case of the 
State of Pennsylvania shall be made by the Auditor for War Department. 

So as to make the clause read: 


ror the payment of the judgments rendered by the Court of Claims, re- 
ported to Congress at its present session in House Document No. 592, and 


herein provided for shall be paid until the right of appeal shall have expired: | 
And provided further, That settlement of the judgment in the case of the 


State of Pennsylvania shall be made by the Auditor for War Department. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Judgments, 
United States courts,’’ on page 93, line 14, after the word ** sixty,”’ 
to insert ‘‘and Senate Document No. —;’’ soas to make the clause 
read: 

For payment of the final judgments and decrees, including costs of suit, 

hich cave been rendered under the provisionsof the act of March 3, 1887, enti- 
tled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the 
United States, certified to Congress at its presest session by the Attorney- 
-ral,in House Documents Nos. 593 and 660 and Senate Document No. — of 
this session, and which have not been appealed, $922.60, together with such 

itional sum as may be necessary to pay interest on the respective judg- 








ntsat the rate of 4 per cent per annum from the date thereof until the | 
; j 


I 
time this appropriation is made: Provided, That none of the judgments 
herein provided for shall be paid until the right of appeal shall have expired. 
Mr. HALE. On page 93, lines 16 and 17, strike out the words 
“nine hundred and twenty-two dollars and sixty cents’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ seventeen thousand and sixty-two dollars.”’ 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 94, after line 2, to insert: 
JUDGMENTS IN INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS 
For payment of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims in Indian dep- 
redation cases, certified to Congress at its present session in Senate Document 
No. —, $449,416; said judgments to be paid after the deductions required to be 
made under the provisious of section 6 of the act approved March 8, 1891, en- 
titled “An act to provide for the adjustment and payment of claims arising 
from Indian depredations,”’ shall have been ascertained and duly certified by 
e Secretary of the Interior to the Secretary of the Treasury, which certifi- 
ion shall be made as soon as practicable after the passage of this act, and 
deductions shall be made according to the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Interior, having due regard to the educational and other necessary re- 
quirements of the tribe or tribes affected, and the amounts paid shall be re- 
mbursed to the United States at such times and in such proportions as the 
Secretary of the Interior may decide to be for the interests of the Indian 
Service: Provided, That no one of said judgments provided in this paragraph 
hall be paid until the Attorney-General shall have certified to the Secretary 








( 
port a motion for a new trial or an appeal of said cause. 





tee on Apprepriations, for repayment to States for expenses in- 
curred during the war. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine 
whether in making up those accounts these States were allowed 
the difference between the value of gold and greenbacks at that 
time, or whether there are any items either for interest or princi- 
pal in which allowance is made for that difference. 

I will state to the Senator from Maine that I asked the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, the Senator from Iowa, 
the question, and he stated that he was not sure, but that he 
would ascertain from the Secretary of the Treasury whether any 
such sum was included in the amounts that are to be paid to 
these States. If the Senator from Maine can give me the infor- 
mation, I should like to have it. 

Mr. HALE. I have examined all the papers as far asI can and 
I have no doubt whatever that there is nothing of that kind in- 
In fact if there had been the amount would be four times 
what itis. We never have provided for that difference in any 
case where a claim has been allowed, and we ought not to do it. 

Mr. BERRY. Iam glad to hear the Senator say so. The rea- 
son why I asked the question was that at the last Congress when 
the matter was discussed in the Committee on Appropriations it 
was alleged that these States gave bonds of the State payable in 
gold and the Government in reimbursing them ought to pay them 
the difference between the premium on gold and the value of 
greenbacks at that time. As I stated before, the Senator from 
Iowa said he was not sure, but upon the assurance of the Senator 


prosent t . \ P Maine of course ave nothing say i gar it. 
Senate Document No. —, $236,578.87: Provided, That none of the judgments | from Maine of course I have 1 thing more to “7 = regard to 1 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator from Maine is quite right. I 
am familiar with these claims. None of these items, so far as I 
am advised, embrace the difference between paper currency and 
gold. 

The reading was resumed. The next amendment was under 
the subhead ‘‘ Claims allowed by the Auditor for the War De- 
partment,’’ on page 99, after line 2, to insert: 

To the State of Vermont, $291,408.56. 


Mr. HALE. There isa correction to be made in the amend- 
ment. There isa mistake in the amount. I move to strike out 
** $291 408.56’? and to insert ‘‘ $280,453.56.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 99, after line 4, to insert: 

The accounting officers of the Treasury are authorized to peopen and ad- 
just the claims of Pennsylvania, Maine, New Hampshire, and Rhode Island 
on the basis of like claims of other States herein provided for. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. HALE. I move as additional matter, which has come in 
from the Department, to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 103, after line 22, insert as an addi- 
tional section the following: 

Src. 3. That for the payment of the following claims, certified to be due 
by the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department, under a] 
propriations the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to the 
surplus fund under the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and 
under appropriations heretofore treated as permanent, being for the serv 


| of the fiscal year 1899 and prior years, unless otherwise stated, and which 


the Treasury that there exists no grounds sufficient, in his opinion, to sup- | 


Mr. HALE. On page 94, line 6, fill in the number by inserting | 


‘6499 99 


ws 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 95, line 15, after the word 
‘fifty-nine,”’ to insert ‘‘and Senate documents Nos. —;’’ so as 
to make the section read: 


Sec. 2. That for the payment of the following claims, certified to be due 
y the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department under appro- 
riations the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to the sur- 

is fund under the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and 
inder appropriations heretofore treated as permanent, being for the service 

{ the fiscal year 1899 and prior years, unless otherwise stated, and which 
ave been certified to Congress under section 2 of the act of July 7, 1884, as 
fully set forth in House documents Nos. 589, 654, and 659, and Senate docu- 
nents a i. —, reported to Congress at its present session, there is appropri- 
ated as Tollows: 


Mr. HALE. In section 2, page 95, line 16, strike out ‘‘ Docu- 
I ents and insert ‘‘ Document,’’ and fill the blank by inserting 

35," 

‘The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Che reading was continued to line 22 on page 98. 

Mr. BERRY. Therearea number of State claims provided for, 
Some put in by the House and some added by the Senate Commit- 
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have been certified to Congress under section 2 of the act of July 7, 1854, as 
fully set forth in Senate Document No. —, yeported to Congress at its pres- 
ent session, there is appropriated as follows: 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

For contingent expenses, Treasury Department, freight, telegrams, etc 
97 cents. 

For pay of assistant custodians and janitors, $4.89. 

For furniture and repairs of same for public buildings, $97.25. 

For materials and miscellaneous expenses, Bureau of Engravi 
Printing, $2.50. 

For party expenses, Coast and Geodetic Survey, 20.cents. 

For collecting the revenue from customs, $12. 

For Life-Saving Service, $120.82. 

For payment of judgments against internal-revenue officers, $793.85 

For relief of Continental Fire Insurance Company and others, act Febru- 
ary 28, 1901, $20,275.56. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 

For pay, etc., of the Army, $467.53. 

For pay of volunteers, $42.66. 

For subsistence of the Army, $263.54. 

For regular supplies, Quartermaster’s Department, $16. 

For incidental expenses, Quartermaster’s Department, $10. 

For transportation of the Army and its supplies, $20,110.09. 

For barracks and quarters, $212. 

For medical and hospital department, $589.60. 

For artificial limbs, $30.26. 

For ordnance stores, repairs, $5. 

For National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, Southern Branch, $15. 

For gunboats on Western rivers, $12. . 

For collecting, drilling, and organizing volunteers, $85.20. 

For pay of volunteers, Mexican war, $14.70. Cee 

For pay, transportation, services, and supplies of Oregon and Washington 
volunteers in 1855 and 1856, $20.42. , : 

For claims for quartermaster stores and commissary supplies, act of July 
4, 1864, $220. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


For emergency fund, Navy Department, $27. 
For pay of the Navy, $670.80. 
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Yor pay, Marine Corps, $222.52. 
For provisions, Navy, Bureau of Sapeee and Accounts, $4.50. 
For destruction of clothing and bedding for sanitary reasons, $5.80. 
For indemnity for lost property, naval service, act March 2, 1895, $566.48, 
For indemnity for lost clothing, $356.54. 
For enlistment bounties to seamen, $646.66 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 
For investigation of pension cases, Pension Office, $159.30. 
For protecting public lands, timber, etc., $37.86. 
For surveying public lands, $1,855.39. 
For support of Sioux, Medawakanton band, $5.28. 
_ For payment to Edward Leader,a Chickasaw Indian, for stock stolen from 
him by Comanche Indians in 1866, $2,153.34. 
For Army pensions, $97. 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE STATE AND OTHER DE- 
PARTMENTS. 
STATE DEPARTMENT. 
For salaries, consular service, $3,783.52. 
For contingent expenses, United States consulates, $1.83. 
For relief and protection of American seamen, $22.60. 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 
For general expenses, Weather Bureau, $9.63. 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 
For fees of clerks, United States courts, $510.95. 
For fees of witnesses, United States courts, $100. 
For fees of commissioners, United States courts, $1,893.20. 
For fees of jurors, United States courts, $32. 
For support of prisoners, United States courts, $86. 
For pay of bailiffs, etc., United States courts, $145. 
For miscellaneous expenses, United States courts, $399. 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. | 
For rent, light, and fuel, $10. 
For free-delivery service, $13.33. 
For inland mail Ceengpersstion (star), $25.44. 
For advertising, $54.30. . ? 
For limited indemnity for lost registered mail, $16.25. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. From the committee I offer the following amend- 
ment. On page 16, after line 16, I move to insert: 


Payment to the Mobile and Ohio River Railroad Company: To pay the 
Mobile and Ohio River Railroad Company balance for transportation, as as- 
certained by the findings of the Court of Claims rendered on the 19th day of 
February, 1901, $14,443.93. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. To correct a mistake, on page 17, after line 19, I 
move to insert: 

For the continuation of post-office building at Muncie, Ind., under the 
present limit, $10,000, in addition to the amount heretofore appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 34, after line 5, I move to insert: 

Rivers and harbors: For the improvement of the Ohio River between | 
Cairo and Mound City, $25,000, to continue available during the fiscal year | 
1903, and to be expended only if, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, an | 
emergency exists making such an expenditure necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 55, after line 18, I move to insert: 

To reimburse Joshua W. Barkley for expenses and loss incurred in conse- 
quence of injuries received during the work of remodeling the old Congres- 
sional Library and changing same to committee rooms, $250. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 81, after line 12, I move to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the unpaid expenses in- 
curred on account of the last illness and death of President McKinley, includ- 
ing compensation of physicians, $45,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- | 
sary: Provided, That the Secretary shall pay only such expenses and services 
as he shall determine are just and reasonable and were necessary. All ac- 
counts shall be presented to him within two months from the date of the 
approval of this act, and no payment shall be made to any officer or em- | 
a »vee of the Government for personal or professional services. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 84, line 10, after the word “ paid,’’ I 
move to strike out in the amendment already agreed to the words 
‘* from the contingent fund of the Senate.’’ 

The amendmext was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. In line 14, page 84, after the words ‘‘ United 
States,’’ I move to add the words ‘‘and to be available during | 
the fiscal year 1903.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is still open to amend- | 
ment as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I offer an amendment, to come in 
after line 7, on page 81. 

The SECRETARY. On page 81, after line 7, insert: 


| 

| 

| 

j 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, authorized and | 
directed to pay to Mary E. Parker the sum of $5,000, out of any money in the | 
| 
| 
| 

































Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in full compensation for extra services 
rendered to the United States by her husband, I. C. Parker, deceased, late 
judge of the United States district court for the western district of Arkansas. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I offer an amendment to come in under | 
the head of “ District of Columbia.’’ I will simply ~ that it 
ill, and 


passed the Senate at the present session in the shape of a 
I hope the Senator from Maine will allow it to go in. 
Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be read. 
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| Georgia after trial. 
| Georgia Venable Construction Company for six thousand and 














The SECRETARY. On page 32, after line 15, insert: 
To pay to Elizabeth L. W. Bailey, of Washington, D. C., administratrix of 


the estate of Davis W. Bailey, deceased, the sum of $10,519.20, and the lawful 
interest thereon from the 18th da 
for that sum was made in favor of said administratrix and against said Dis. 
trict and fiied in the supreme court of the District of Columbia by J. J. John- 
== qenetes, to whom had been mutually submitted for arbitration 
»y him, b 
— pendin and untried in said court between said administratrix as plain- 
iff and the 
the calendar of said court as No. 24279, instituted therein for the recovery of 
damages by the 
tract by the sai 
and being the amount afterwards found and returned by the verdict of the 


of July, 1892, the day on which the award 


the said Commissioners and the said administratrix, the case 
istrict of Columbia as defendant, known and designated upon 


laintiff from the said defendant for alleged breach of con- 
defendant for laying asphalt pavements in said District, 


jury upon a trial in said court involving the validity of said award, and upon 
which verdict judgment was duly entered in said court for said sum of 

10,519.20, besides costs, and which said judgment wasinall things afterwards 

»y the court of —— of the District of Columbia affirmed, upon an appeal 
taken thereto by the said District, and which said judgment was afterwards 
reversed by the Supreme Court of the United States, upon ageen taken 
thereto by said District, solely upon a question of law in no way involving or 
affecting the merits of said judgment or said case. That one-half of said 
sum so awarded and theinterest as aforesaid shall be paid out of the revenues 
of the said District of Columbia and one-half from the Treasury of the United 
States; and a sum sufficient to pay the same is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. HALE. Thatisaclaim. I must make the point of order 
on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of order. ; 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I offeranamendment, which I send to the 
desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 21, after line 16, insert: , 

To pay Calvin J. Cowles, late mgt in charge of the United States assay 
office at Charlotte, N. C., the sum of $1,500 per annum for services as such 
from July 1, 1875, to October 16, 1876. 

Mr. HALE. That is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I think not, because it is to pay an unpaid 
balance due asa salary. It seems to me that it properly belongs 
to this bill and ought to go in. 

Mr. HALE. No;it isa claim. The committee considered it 
and rejected it on account of being a claim for salary when the 
salary did not - law apply. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is obliged to sus- 
tain the point of order. _ 

Mr. HALE. Iam obliged to make these points, Mr. President. 

Mr. CLAY. I offered an amendment to the bill to come in on 
page 29. I have just conferred with the Senator in charge of the 
bill, and he informs me that the item of $6,014 in favor of the 
Georgia Venable Construction Company has already been in- 
serted in the bill this morning. If that be true, I desire to with- 
draw theamendment. I think that is correct. I ask the Senator 
from Maine if it is not. : : 

Mr. GALLINGER. In this connection, if that has been done, 
I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the bill if it was not 
a private claim. ; 

Mr. CLAY. It was not a private claim. It was a judg- 
ment rendered in the circuit court for the northern district of 
A judgment was rendered in favor of the 


The Chair sustains the point 


fourteen dollars and some cents besides costs. The case was re- 
ported to the Department of Justice, and after thorough investi- 
gation the Department of Justice declined to recommend an ap- 
peal, and the Attorney-General has recommended that the claim 


| be paid. 


Mr. HALE. The case was not put in the bill by the committee, 
because we had not received the document at the time the bill 
was reported. It came in afterwards, and was included in the 
bill, being a judgment. 

Mr. CLAY. Iam informed that several other judgments of a 
similar nature were inserted in the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to offer an amendment. I am trying 
to find the right place. I will offer the amendment and locate 
the place afterwards. 

Mr. HALE. Let us hear what the amendment is. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is an amendment to pay Mrs. C. A. Darling 
$5,683. It was reported by the Committee on War Claims of the 
House. It has been very often reported to the Senate, and has 
passed both Houses at different times. 

Mr. HALE. I am very sorry, but I shall have to make the 
same point of order with that that I have made on the others. It 
is undoubtedly a good claim; but it is a claim, and therefore can 
not go on this bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator will waive the point of 
order, because if we do not pay the poor old woman, who is now 
dying really of starvation, we shall have to pay the sum to her 
administrator after she is dead and gone. I want her to get the 
benefit of it. 

Mr. HALE. Other Senators about me, against whom I have 
just made the point of order, appeal to me, and as I have wade 
the point against their amendments I must make it in this case. 
There is no discretion on my part in the matter. 
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Mr. MORGAN. I do not know what latitude the Senator 


rives. 
’ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 


ACCOUNTS OF ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill (S. 2341) to authorize the readjustment of 
the accounts of Army officers in certain cases, and for other pur- 
poses, Was passed yesterday. I move that the House of Repre- 
sentatives be requested to return the bill to the Senate. Itisa 
pill relating to longevity pay for officers of the Army, involving 
several million dollars. I did not know the character of the bill 
when it was passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to reconsider will 
be entered. The Senator from Rhode Island moves that the 
House be requested to return the bill to the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ABANDONED PROPERTY IN INSURRECTIONARY DISTRICTS. 


Mr. MONEY. I move to take up for consideration Senate bill 
862. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the nature of the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The title will be read. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 362) to revive and amend an act to 
provide for the collection of abandoned property and the preven- 
tion of frauds in the insurrectionary districts within the United 
States, and acts amendatory thereof. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Mississippi to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill the title of which has just been read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Rhode Island 
suggests the absence of a quorum, and the roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Deboe, Lodge, Pettus, 
Bacon, Dillingham, McCumber, Platt, Conn. 
Bailey, Dryden, McEnery, tt, N.Y. 
Bard, Fairbanks, McLaurin, Miss. uaries, 
Bate, Foraker, MeMillan, uay, 
Berry, Foster, Wash. n, ner, 
Beveridge, Gallinger, Millard, aliaferro, 
Blackburn, Gamble, Money, Teller, 
Burnham, Heitfeld, Morgan, Tillman, 
Burton, Jones, Ark. Nelson, Warren, 
Clapp, Kean, Patterson, Wellington, 
Clay, Kittredge, Perkins, Wetmore. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-eight Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry]. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I am quite aware that debate 
is not in order upon this motion, but I want to ask the Senator 


from Mississippi whether he wishes this bill taken up in order to | 


have it voted upon or only in order to submit remarks upon it. 

Mr. MONEY. I wish to have the bill taken up for considera- 
tion, Mr. President. 
with six or eight favorable reports, with no adverse report, and 
no minority report—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Debate is out of order, Mr. President. I ask 
oat > vote be taken by yeas and nays on the motion to take up 
the bill, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (when Mr. HAWLEy’s name was 
called). I wish to state that my colleague (Mr. Haw ry] is ab- 
sent on account of indisposition, and will be absent for the re- 
mainder of the session. By an arrangement between the Senator 
from Utah [Mr, Raw.ins] and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
HANNA], my colleague will stand paired with the Senator from 
Utah, and the Senator from Ohio will be at liberty to vote. 

Mr. McCUMBER (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Foster], and there- 
fore refrain from voting. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (when Mr. MaLLony’s name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. MaLLory] is absent from the city. He has a 


es pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proc- 


It has been on the Calendar for three years, | 
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Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
eee with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], and with- 

old my vote on that account. 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was calle:\}. I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], 
but an exchange of pairs has been arranged by the Senator from 
North Dakota {Mr. Harssprovues]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I suggested to the Senator from Ala- 
bama that we transfer pairs, I being paired with the senior Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], so that the Senator from Vir- 
ginia will stand paired with the senior Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar], allowing the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PETTUS] and myself to vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. PETTUS. I vote ‘‘ yea’’ on that understanding. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when Mr. Proctor’s name was called). 
I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. Proctor] is una- 
voidably absent. As has already been stated, my colleague is 
paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. MaLLory]. 

Mr. QUARLES (when his name wascalled). I have ageneral 
pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]. He 
being absent. I withhold my vote. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK], who does 
not seem to be in the Chamber. I do not know how that Senator 
would vote if present, and therefore Iam not at liberty to vote. 
If I were at liberty to vote, Ishould vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. BERRY. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin to 
transfer his pair to the Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas], 
who will then stand paired with the Senator from Tennessee 
{Mr. CARMACK]. I have already voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is entirely agreeable to me, and I vote 
“e nay. 9? 

Mr. TALIAFERR®O (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
Scott]. I suggest tothe Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLEs] 
that we transfer pairs, so that both of us will be at liberty to 
vote. 

Mr. QUARLES. That is entirely agreeable to me, and that 
will relieve the Senator from Florida [Mr. TaLiareRRo] and 
myself of our pairs, so that we can both vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I vote “ yea.”’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
CULBERSON] is unavoidably detained from the Senate. If he 
were here, he would vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. MARTIN. I have a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] and withhold my vote for that rea- 
son. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. CLAPP (after having voted in the negative). I have a 
general pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina ! Mr. 
Smmons]. Observing his absence, I ask to recall my vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. CLapp] withdraws his vote. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. McLaurin]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. NELSON. As I have already announced, I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]; but, in 
order to make a quorum, I will transfer that pair to the Senator 
from New York | Mr. Depew], who is absent, and vote ‘“‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. MONEY. Has the vote been concluded? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not been. 

Mr. CARMACK. I desire to have my vote recorded in the af- 


| firmative. 


Mr. ALDRICH. A pair was announced witk the Senator. 
Mr. CARMACK. I was not aware of that, and withdraw my 
vote. 


Mr. MONEY. I desire to ask a question for information. I 


| notice from the statements of pairs being made that this seems 





to be regarded on the other side as a political question—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order. 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
| Bacon, Clay, McLaurin, Miss. Taliaferro, 

Bailey, Cockrell, Money, Teller, 
Bate, Heitfeld, Morgan, Tillman. 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Patterson, 
Blackburn, McEnery, Pettus, 

NAYS—230. 
Aldrich, Dillingham, Hansbrough, Platt, Conn. 
Allison, Dolliver, Kean, Platt, N. Y. 
Bard, Dryden, Kittredge, Quarles, 
Beveridge, Fairbanks, Lodge, Spooner, 
Burnham, Foraker, McMillan, ellington, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Millard, Wetmore. 
Burton, Hale, Nelson, 
Deboe, Hanna, Perkins, 
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NOT VOTING—40. 


Carmack, Elkins, Kearns, Proctor, 
Clapp, Foster, La. McComas, guey: 
Clark, Mont. Foster, Wash. McCumber, aw lins, 
Clark, Wyo. Frye, MeLaurin,8.C. Scott, 
Culberson, Gamble, Mallory, Simmons, 
Cullom, Gibson, Martin, Simon, 
Daniel Harris, Mason, Stewart, 
Depew, lawley, Mitchell, Turner, 
Dietrich, Hoar, Penrose, Vest, 
Dubois, Jones, Ney. Pritchard, Warren. 


So Mr. Money’s motion was rejected. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following joint resolutions: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 103) providing for the binding and 
distribution of public documents held in the custody of the Su- 
perintendent of Documents unbound, upon order of Senators, Rep- 
resentatives, Delegates, and officers of Congress, when such docu- 
ments are not called for within two years after printing; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 111) limiting the gratuitous distribution 
of the Woodsman’s Handbook to the Senate, the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and the Department of Agriculture. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of oo Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the follow- 
ing bills: 


A bill (H. R. 3110) to provide for the construction of a canal | 


connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans; 

A bill (H. R. 6570) to amend the act of May 12, 1900, authoriz- 
ing the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to redeem or make 
allowance for internal-revenue stamps; and 

A bill (H. R. 8327) to amend an act entitled “‘An act for the 
protection of the lives of miners in the Territories.”’ 

The message further announced that the House insists upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 498) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia,’’ disagreed 
to by the Senate, agrees to the conference asked for by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 


pointed Mr. JENKINS, Mr. SAMUEL W. SmirH, and Mr. COWHERD | 


managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate to print and bind 15,000 copies 
of the memorial addresses delivered before the two Houses of 
Congress on the life and character of Abraham Lincoln, James 
G. Blaine, and James A. Garfield. 


concurrent resolution to print and bind, in cloth, 3,000 copies of 


a Congressional Directory embracing the biographies of all mem- | 


bers of Congress from the Continental Congress to the Fifty- 
seventh Congress, inclusive, etc.; 
currence of the Senate. 


The message also returned to the Senate the enrolled bill (S. | 
providing for the sale of sites for manufacturing and in- | 
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dustrial plants in the Indian Territory, with the information that 


the House had considered the request of the Senate that the House | 


vacate the action of the Speaker in signing the enrolled bill, and 
that the unanimous consent necessary to enable such action to 
be taken was refused. 

ISTHMIAN CANAL, 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3110) to provide for the | 
construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific 
oceans haying met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

ZShat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


Senate, and agree to the same. 


JOHN T. MORGAN, 

M. A. HANNA, 

A. B. KITTREDGE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


W. P. HEPBURN, 

L. FLETCHER, 

R. C. DAVEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
\PPEALS FROM DECISIONS OF SPANISH CLAIMS COMMISSION. 


Mr. PETTUS. 
eration of House bill 12764. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill, the 
title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 12764) amending the act of 
March 2, 1901, entitled ‘‘An act to carry into effect the stipula- 
tions of article 7 of the treaty between the United States and 
Spain,”’ etc. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
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| title. 


| was made, and the roll was called. 





in which it requested the con- | 


| transfer that pair tothe senior Senator from Oregon [Mr. Snion}, 


I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- | 
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of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Perrus] to proceed to the 
. msideration of the bill. [Putting the question.] The ‘‘ ayes” 

ave it. 

Mr. NELSON. 
Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
suggests the absence of a quorum. The roll will be called. 

Mr. NELSON. I do that only to get a vote on the motion to 
take up that bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll call will proceed. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


I object, and suggest the absence of a quorum, 


Aldrich, Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Allison, Deboe, Kean, Platt, Conn. 
Bailey. Dillingham, Kittredge, Platt, N. Y. 
Bard, Dryden Lodge, Quarles, 
Bate, Fairbanks, McCumber, Spooner, 
Berry, Foraker, McEnery, Taliaferro, 
Beveridge, Foster, Wash. McLaurin, Miss. Teller, 
Blackburn, Frye, Money, Tillman, 
Burnham, Gallinger, Morgan, Wellington, 
Burrows, Hanna, Nelson, Wetmore. 
Carmack, Hansbrough, Pattergon, 

Clapp, Heitfeld, Perkins, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-six Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senateispresent. The 
bill is in the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, and open to 
amendment. 

Mr. NELSON. What bill is that, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will again be stated by 


The SecreTarRy. A bill (H. R. 12764) amending the act of 
March 2, 1901, entitled ‘‘An act to carry into effect the stipula- 
tions of article 7 of the treaty between the United States and 
Spain,”’ etc. 

Mr. NELSON. There was an absence of a quorum, and I wanted 
to call for the yeas and nays on the question of the consideration 


| of that bill. 


Mr. PETTUS. I thought that question was decided. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will state the parliamentary situation, 
Mr. President. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pettus] moved 
totake up the bill. The question was put, and it was declared that 
the “ayes”’ hadit. Then the suggestion of the absence of a quorum 
Before leaving the chair the 
temporary occapant declared that the bill was before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. NELSON. I suggested the absence of a quorum in the 


The message further announced that the House had passed a | Senate, and intended to follow that with a request for the yeas 


and nays upon the motion to consider. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will recognize the 
right of the Senator to make the demand for the yeas and nays 
now on the motion. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask forthe yeas and nays on the motion to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. CLarK], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. CLAPP (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Summons], and therefore 
withhold my vote, 


Mr. McCUMBER (when his name was called). I have a pair 


| with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Foster], but I transfer that 


pair to the Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas], and vote 
** nay.”’ 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest}, but I 
and vote “‘ nay.”’ : 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). Ihave ageneral pair 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]; but the 


| senior Senator from Massachusetts being in favor of this bill, I 


feel at liberty to vote, and I vote ** yea.”’ 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (when his name was called). I have 4 
general pair with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scot], 
who is absent, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 20, nays 16; as follows: 

YEAS—20. 


Bate, Fairbanks, McLaurin, Miss. Platt, Conn. 
Blackburn, Foraker, Millard, Platt, N. Y. 
Burnham, Heitfeld, Money, Spooner, 
Carmack, Jones, Ark. Patterson, eller, 
Dryden, Kean, Pettus, Tillman. 
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NAYS—16. 
Allison, Frye, Kittredge, Perkins, 
Bard, Gallinger, McCumber, uarles, 
Deboe, Hale, MeMillan, ellington, 
Foster, Wash. Hanna, Nelson, Wetmore. 
NOT VOTING—22. 

rich Cullom, Hawiey, Penrosé, 
—_— : Daniel, Hoar, Pritchard, 
Bailey, Depew, Jones, Ney. Proctor, 
Berry. Dietrich, Kearns, uay, 
Beveridge, Dillingham, Lodge, wlins, 
Burrows, Dolliver, McComas, Scott, 
Burton, Dubois, McEnery, Simmons, 
Clapp, Elkins, McLaurin, 8.C. Simon, 
Clark, Mont. Foster, La. Mallory, Stewart, 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble, Martin, Taliaferro, 
Clay, Gibson, Mason, Turner, 
Cockrell, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Vest, 
Culberson, Harris, Morgan, Warren. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. KEAN. I hope the Senator will withhold that motion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No business can be done. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is no quorum. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Rhode Island that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 47 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, June 27, 
1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, June 26, 1902. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
FOOT BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT LITTLE FALLS, MINN. 


Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 5484) to authorize the city of 
Little Falls, Minn., to cofstruct a wagon and foot bridge across 
the Mississippi River within the limits of said city. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the city of Little Falls, in the State of Minnesota, 
through its corporate authorities, is hereby authorized and empowered to 

struct and maintain a wagon and foot bridge, with necessary approaches, 
ross the Mississippi River, for the purpose of connecting Broadway street 


east with Broadway street west, in said city. Said bridge shall be con- | 
structed to provide for the passage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, ani- | 


mals, foot passengers, and for all road travel. 

Sec. 2. That the said bridge authorized to be constructed under this act 
shall be built and constructed upon plans to be approved by the Secretary 
of War, and shall be subject to the free use of the public under such rules 
and regulations as may be prescribed by the city of Little Falls. 

Src. 3. That said bridge shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recog- 
nized and known as a post route, and shall enjoy the rights and privileges of 
other post roads in the United States; and no higher charge shall be made 
for the transmission over the same of the mails, troops, and munitions of 
war of the United States than the rate per mile paid for the transportation 


over the road or roads leading to said bridge. Equal privileges in the use of | 
aid bridge shall be granted to all telegraph companies, and the United | 
States shall have the right of way across said bridge and its approaches for | 


postal-telegraph purposes, and all changes in said bridge required by the 
Secretary of War at any time, or its entire removal, shall be at the expense 
of the comporation owning or operating said bridge. 

SEC 4. i right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
m Si “i 5. That this act shall be null and void unless the bridge authorized 
is commenced within one year and completed within three years from the 
date of approval thereof. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Minnesota if this bill has been unanimously reported from 
the committee. 

Mr. MORRIS. It has; it is a unanimous report from the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. SULZER. If I understand it, it simply gives the Govern- 
ment consent to building this bridge across the river. 

Mr. MORRIS. That is all. 

Mr. SULZER. It takes no public money out of the Treasury? 

Mr. MORRIS. No. 

Mr. SULZER. Then I have no objection. 

Che bill was ordered to be read the third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MORRIS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading 
lerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
ills of the following titles: 
H. R. 2641, An act for the relief of Albion M. Christie: 
H. R. 2978. An act for the relief of Joseph H. Penny, John W. 


‘ 
| 
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Penny, Thomas Penny,and Harvey Penny, surviving partners of 
Penny & Sons; 

H. R. 14182. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
B. Lynch; 

H. R. 13598. An act granting a pension to John J. Southerland; 

H. R. 12056. An act granting an increase of pension to Warren 
C. Plummer; 

H. R. 10964. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
M. Beebe; 

H. R. 10856. An act granting a pension to Jacob Findley; 

H. R. 9308. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
P, Johnson; 

H. R. 9187. An act granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
A. Hammond; and 

H. R. 6005. An act granting a pension to James A. Chalfant. 


PORT OF WILMINGTON, N. C. 


Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, at the request of Mr. BeELLamy, 
I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 14801) to make Wilmington, N. C., a port through which 
merchandise may be imported for transportation without appraise- 
merit, which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the privileges of the first section of the act approved 
June 10, 1880, governing the immediate transportation of dutiable merchan- 
dise without appraisement, be, and the same are hereby, extended tothe port 
of Wilmington, N.C. + 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk has read. Isthere objection? [Afterapause.] The Chair 
hears none. The question is on the engrossment and third read- 
ing of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SWANSON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


INTERNAL-REVENUE TAX ON FERMENTED LIQUORS. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
| the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 13674) amendatory 
of sections 3339 and 3341 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relative to internal-revenue tax on fermented liquors, 
which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 
| Be it enacted, etc., That section 3339 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking out of said section 
| the 





following: 
| 1 estimating and computing such tax, the fractional parts of a barrel 
| shall be halves, thirds, quarters, sixths, and eighths; and any fractional part 

of a barrel containing less than one-eighth shall be accounted one-eighth; 
more than one-eighth and not more than one-sixth shall be accounted one- 
sixth: more than one-sixth and not more than one-fourth shall be accou 
one-fourth; more than one-fourth and not more than one-third shall be ac- 
counted one-third: more than one-third and not more than one-half shall be 
accounted one-half; more than one-half and not more than 1 barrel shall 
be accounted 1 barrel; and more than 1 barrel and not more than 63 
galions shall be accounted 2 barrels, or a hogshead. The said tax shall be 
p2id by the owner, agent, or superintendent of the brewery or premises in 
which such fermented liquors are made, and in the manner and at the time 
hereafter specified.” 

And by inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“In estimating and computing the tax imposed by law, the fractional par 
of a barrel shall be halves, thirds, quarters, and sixths; and any fractional 
part of a barrel containing less than one-sixth shall be accounted one-sixth; 
more than one-sixth and not more than one-fourth shall be accounted one- 
fourth: more than one-fourth and not more than one-third shall be accounted 
one-third; more than one-third and not more than one-half shall be ac- 
counted one-half; more than one-half and not more than 1 barrel shall be 
accounted 1 barrel: and more than 1 barrel and not more than 63 gallons 
shall be accounted 2 barrels, or a hogshead. The said tax shall be paid by 
the owner, agent, or superintendent of the brewery or premises in which 
such fermented liquors are made, and in the manner and at the time herein- 
after specified.” 

Suc. 2. That section 9 of the act entitled “‘An act to provide revenue for 
the Government and to encourage the industries of the United States,” ap- 
sroved July 24, 1897, be, and the same is hereby, amended soasto read as 
Sollee 

Szc. 9. That section 3341 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, 
and hereby is, amended to read as follows: 

Suc. 2. That section 3341 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as 
amended by section 9 of an act approved July 24, 1897, be, and the same is 
hereby, further amended so as to read as follows: 
























“Sec. 8341. The Commissioner of I! rnal Revenue shall cause to be pre- 
pared, for the payment of such tax, suitable stamps denoting the amount of 
tax required to be paid on the hogsheads, barrels, and halves, thirds, qua 
ters, and sixths of a barrel of such fermented liquors (and shall also cause to 
bs prepared suitable permits for the purpose hereinafter mentioned), and 
shall furnish the same to the collectors of internal revenne, who shal! each 
be required to keep on hand at all times a sufficient supply of permits and a 
supply of stamps equal in amount to two months’ sales thereof, if there be 
any brewery or brewery warehouse in h's district; and such stamps shall be 
sold and permits granted and delivered by such collectors only to the brew- 
ers of their districts, respectively. Such collectors shall keep an account of 
the number of permits delivered and of the number and value of the stamps 
sold by them to each brewer:” Provided, That this act shall not take effect 


until July 1, 1904. 


The following committee amendments were read by the Clerk: 


On page 1, line 8, strike out the word “eights” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ eighths.”’ 
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On page 2, line 14, after the words “sixth and not more than one-fourth,” | 


insert the words “shall be accounted.” 


On page 2 strike out lines numbered 24 and 25, and on page 3 strike out 


» 6, both inclusive. and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
2. That section 3241 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as 


lines 1 t 
“Src 
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The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SNODGRASS, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


amended by section 9 of an act approved July 24, 1897, be, and the same is | 


hereby, further amended so as to read as follows: 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk has read. Is there objection? 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman what the main effect of this pro- 
posed legislation is. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
Ways and Means Committee. 
the House in the Fifty-sixth Congress by unanimous consent. The 
only effect of the bill is to eliminate the eighth package from 


This bill is reported unanimously from the 


the classification of various parts of a barrel, which classification | 


was adopted in 1866, and also to eliminate the stamp that has here- 
tofore and is now being used for the purpose of paying the revenue 
that is put on an eighth package of beer. 
of it, but. it was necessary to reenact the remainder of the section 
in order to get that elimination out of the section, 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, just a word. I understand this 
bill has the approval of the American Brewers’ Association? 

Mr. TAWNEY. National and State; and the small brewers in 
the United States have indicated also their desire for the passage 
of this bill. r 

Mr. WANGER. Do I understand that the bill which was 
passed in the last Congress was identical with this? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Identical, so far as the elimination of eighths 
is concerned. This bill, however, I should have said, does not 
eliminate the one-sixth package. The bill passed in the last 
Congress also eliminated that. 

Mr. WANGER. That bill was decidedly objectionable to the 
small brewers. I do not know that this would be. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is not. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 
ments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is onthe engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TAWNEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


LOCK AND DAM AT HARPETH SHOALS, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table for immediate consideration the bill 
(S. 6270) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropria- 
tions for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain pub- 
lic works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,’’ ap- 
proved June 13, 1902, which I will ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, «*c., That the act entitled “An act making appropriations 
for the constrnetion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” approved June 13, 1902, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended so that the two paragraphs thereof providing 
for the improvement of the Cumberland River, Tennessee, below Rashville 
= of the Cumberland River, Tennessee, above Nashville, shall read as fol- 
OWS: 

‘Improving Cumberland River, Tennessee, below Nashville: For the com- 
pletion of the lock and dam at Harpeth Shoals and for maintenance, $180,000. 

‘Improving Cumberland River, Tennessee, above Nashville: Continuing 
improvement, and for maintenance, $200,000, of which so much as may be 
necessary shall be used for the completion of Lock and Dam No.1. And the 
Secretary of War is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to grant leases or 
licenses to the highest responsible bidder for the use of water power created 
by said dam, at such a rate and on such conditions and for such periods of 
time as may seem to him expedient; and he is also authorized, in his discre- 
tion, to issue permits for the construction, maintenance, and operation of 
inlet and outlet canals and other structures, on such plans as he may ap- 

rove, for the diversion of the water aforesaid: Provided, That any lease or 
coos so granted shall be 
quited for navigation, and no structures shall be built and no operations be 
i which shall in any manner injure navigation, interfere with the 
operations of the Government, or impair the usefulness of any improvement 
made by the Government for the benefit of navigation; and the right of 
Congress to alter, amend, or repeal the provisions of this paragraph is hereby 
expres:ly reserved: Provided further, That before leasing or licensing such 
water privileges, or issuing permits for the construction and operation of 
such canals, or otherwise disposing of any water power or privilege, the 
Secretary of War shall first advertise the same in one or more daily papers 
at Nashville, for sixty days immediately preceding, stating specifically the 
right or privilege proposed to be leased or conveyed, with its exact limita- 
tions, inviting bids for the same, and he may,in his discretion, then lease 
e for a specific term of years at so much per year, to be paid semi- 
y in cash into the Treasury, and the Secretary of War shall reserve 
right to reject any or all bids.” 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table for immediate con- 
sideration the bill which has just been read. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


[After a pause.] The 


conduc 








third reading of the Senate bill. 


It is the same bill that passed | 


That is the only effect | 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- | 


limited to the use of the surplus water not re- | 


The question is on the | 


| SISSETON MILITARY RESERVATION, 8S. DAK, 


Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 4450) confirming in the State 
of South Dakota the title to a section of land heretofore granted 
| to said State, which I will ask to have read. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the title of the State of South Dakota to the sec- 
tion of land described in section 3 of chapter 1257 of the act of Congress ap. 

ysroved October 1, A. D. 1890, be, and is hereby, confirmed and made abso 
ute in the said State freed from the conditions therein imposed; the pro 
ee eee, if sold, to be used in aid of the militia of the State of South 

AKOTA. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks unan- 
| imous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk has just read. Is there objection? 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman from South Dakota if there are 
| any Indians on these lands at the present time. 

Mr. MARTIN. None whatever, and there never have been. 
This isa part of an old military reservation which was granted 
by Congress to the State of South Dakota some ten or twelve 
years ago for the purpose of the militia of the State. It is now 
desired to make the parade grounds of the militia more central, 

this being in the northeast corner of the State. This confirms 
the title to the land. 

Mr. SULZER. I just wanted to know if it was or had been an 
Indian reservation, and if there were any Indians on it now. If 
so. I did not want their rights jeopardized. 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
how much is involved? 

| Mr. MARTIN. Six hundred and forty acres. 
firms the title heretofore granted. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. . 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MARTIN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had disagreed to the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 493) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a code of law for the 
District of Columbia,’’ had asked a conference with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. PrircHarD, Mr. DILLINGHAM, and Mr. MarrtIN as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


BRIDGE ACROSS EMORY RIVER, HARRIMAN, TENN, 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 4776) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Emory River, in 
the State of Tennessee, by the Tennessee Central Railway or its 
successors. 

The bill was read. It provides that the Tennessee Central Rail- 
way, a corporation created and organized under the laws of the 
State of Tennessee, and its successors be, and it and they are 
hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a bridge and ap- 
proaches thereto over the Emory River, in the State of Tennessee, 
at such point at or near the city of Harriman as said company or 
its successors may deem suitable for the passage of its or their 
railroad over said river. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS CALUMET RIVER, HAMMOND, IND. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The bill (H. R. 15003) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
by the New York, Chicago and St. Louis Railroad Company and 
the Chicago and Erie Railroad Company across the Calumet 
River at or near the city of Hammond, Ind., at a point about 
1,200 feet east of the Indiana and Illinois State line and about 100 
feet east of the location of the present bridge of the New York, 
Chicago and St. Louis Railroad Company across said river; also 
' to authorize the construction of a bridge by the Chicago and State 


Will the gentleman state 


It simply con- 
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Line Railroad Company across said river at the point where said 
company’s railroad crosses said river in Hyde Park Township, 
Chicago, Il., being at the location of the present bridge of said 
company across said river in said township, was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SULZER. I should like toask the gentleman from Illinois 
if this bill has been unanimously reported from the Committee. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, this bill has the unanimous report 
of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and also 
of the War Department. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MANN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


COURT OF APPEALS, FORT WORTH, TEX. 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 15140) providing that 
the circuit court of appeals of the fifth judicial circuit of the 
United States shall hold at least one term of said court annually 
in the city of Fort Worth, in the State of Texas, on the first 
Monday in November in each year. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the circuit court of appeals of the fifth judicial 
circuit of the United States is hereby authorized and required to hold one 
term of said court in the city of Fort Worth, in the State of Texas, on the 
first Monday in November in each year. 

Sec. 2. That all appeals, writs of error, and other appellate proceedings 
which may, after the date of this act, be taken or prosecuted from the circuit 
or district courts of the United States in the State of Texas to the court of 
appeals of the fifth circuit shall be heard and disposed of by the said court of 
appeals at the terms of the court held in Fort Worth in pursuance of this act. 

Sec. 3. That this act shall not operate to prevent the said court from hold- 
ing other terms in the city of Fort Worth or in such other places in the said 
fifth judicial district as said court may from time to time designate. 

Sec. 4. That chapter 517 of 26 United States Statutes at Large is hereby 
amended in accordance with the provisions of this act. 


The following committee amendments were read: 


Amend by adding to section 2 the ean: 

‘Provided, That nothing herein contained shall prevent the court from 
hearing appeals or writs of error whenever the said courts shall sit, in cases 
of injunctions and in all other cases which under the statutes and the rules, 
or in the opinion of the court, are entitled to be brought to a speedy hearing.” 

Amend by adding the following: ; 

“Src. 5. That theclerk of said court is authorized and permitted to pay out 
of the fees and emoluments of his office (1) the expenses incurred by him in 
transporting from his office in New Orleans, La., to Atlanta, Ga., and in 
transporting from Atlanta, Ga., to New Orleans, La., the records, books, 
papers, files, dockets, and ve necessary forthe use of the court at its 
terms to be held in Atlanta, Ga.; (2) an allowance for actual expenses not 
exceeding $10 per day to cover travel and subsistence for each day he may be 
required to be present at Atlanta, Ga., on business connected with his said 
office, such expenses and allowance to be approved and allowed by the senior 
circuit judge of the fifth judicial circuit.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I wish to move an amendment to 
the second committee amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out the words “Atlanta, Ga.,’’ where they appear in lines 19, 20,and 
23, on page 2, and in line 1, on page 3, and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“Fort Worth, Tex.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The committee amendments as amended were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LANHAM, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


EULOGIES ON PRESIDENTS LINCOLN, GARFIELD; AND M’KINLEY. 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- | 


mittee on Printing to ask consideration for the following privi- 
leged resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota, chairman 
of the Committee on Printing, by direction of that committee, 
calls up the following resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives conturetag). That there 
be printed and bound in one volume, in cloth, 15,000 copies of the three sepa- 
rate memorial addresses delivered before the two Houses of Congress, as 
follows; On February 12, 1866, by Hon. George Bancroft, on the life and 
character of Abraham Lincoln, late President of the United States; on Feb- 
ruary 27, 1882, by Hon. James G. Blaine, on the life and character of James 
A. Garfield, late President of the United States; on February 27, 1902, by Hon. 
John Hay, on the life and character of William McKinley, late President of 
the United States, 10,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the House of 
Representatives and 6,000 copies for the use of the Senate. The Joint Com- 
tuittee on Printing are hereby authorized to have the copy prepared for the 
Public Printer, who shall procure suitable portrait etch ngs to be bound in 
with these memorials, and shall use such paper and bindings as will make 
the volumes worthy of a place in the libraries of the land. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to ask if this has 
been reported by the Committee on Printing? 
Mr. HEATWOLE. It has. 











Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I should like to have the 
report printed with the resolution, in order that we may see the 
cost of the printing. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. There is no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent that the report be printed inthe Recorp. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The report ought to show 
the cost. Does it show the cost of the printing? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. I will say that I have repeatedly told the 
gentleman from Tennessee that the cost in every instance where 
it is obtainable is in the report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The rule requires it. 

The SPEAKER. It is in the report, which will be printed, if 
there be no objection. Theré was no objection. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

The report is as follows: 


Your Committee on Printing, having had under consideration Senate con- 
current resolution No. 42, providing forthe publication of one volume of the 
three separate memorial addresses delivered before the two Houses of Con- 
gress,as follows: By Hon. George Bancroft, on the life and character of 
Abraham Lincoln; by Hon. James G. Blaine, on the life and character of 
James A. Garfield; and by Hon. John Hay, on the life and character of Wil- 
liam McKinley; it is recommended that the resolution be agreed to. 

The Public Printer estimates the cost of the publication at $6,475. 
CONGRESSIONAL BIOGRAPHIES FROM THE CONTINENTAL CONGRESS 
TO THE FIFTY-SEVENTH CONGRESS. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I also present the following 
privileged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House concurrent resolution No. 57. 


Resolved, etc., That there be printed, and bound in cloth, 3,000 copies of a 
Congressional Directory which embraces the biographies of all members of 
Congress from the Continental Congress to the Fifty-seventh Congress, in- 
clusive, compiled by O. M. Enyart, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives and 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
BINDING AND DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I am also directed by the 
Committee on Printing to ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Senate joint resolution 103, prortis for the binding and distribution of 
‘public documents held in the custody of the Superintendent of Documents, 
unbound, upon orders of Senators, Representatives, Delegates, and offi- 
cers of Congress, when such documents are not called for within two years 
after printing. 


Resolved, etc., That hereafter the documents reserved for binding upon 
orders of Senators, Representatives, Delegates. and officers of Congress, as 
provided in paragraph 6, section 54, of an act approved January 12, 1895, pro- 
viding for the public printing and binding and the distribution of public 
documents, if not called for and delivered within two years after printing, 
shall be bound in first grades of cloth and delivered to the Superiniemient 
of Documents for distribution to libraries; and the Public Printer is hereby 
authorized and directed to bindin cloth all such documents heretofore de- 
livered to the Superintendent of Documents for like distribution. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. ADAMS. Reserving the right to object, I would like to ask 
the gentleman if this applies to the quota of members? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Members’ quotas in the folding room will 
not be disturbed. 

Mr. ADAMS. If they do not take them within the two years. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. This relates to members’ binding list, so 
called, in the printinglaw. There are anumber of members who 
have failed to have their quota bound. There are at present 
175,000 volumes of these documents in loose sheets and put up in 
bundles that should be bound and distributed. Another thing, 
the room should be available for other purposes. It has been 
very strongly urged by the Public Printer. 

Mr. PAYNE. The joint resolution allows the two years for 
the members to get them? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Certainly. 

Mr. WANGER. And this has nothing to do with the mem- 
bers’ quota in the folding room? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Not in the least. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The Senate joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

WOODSMAN’S HANDBOOK. 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker. I am further directed by the 
Committee on Printing to ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Senate joint resolution No. 111, limiting the gratuitous distribution of the 
Woodsman’s Handbook to the Senate, the House of Representatives, and 
the Department of Agriculture. 


Whereas the proprietors of certain copyrighted log scales and other copy- 
righted matter have consented tothe use of such copyrighted matter in the 
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Woodsman’s Handbook, a publication prepared in the Bureau of Forestry of 
the United States Department of Agriculture, under the restriction that no 
copies whatsoever be sold by any Government ofiice, and, furthermore, that 
no copies be furnished to any dealer for the purpose of sale; and 

Whereas sufficient authority to publish and pay for the printing of said 
Woodsman’s Handbook is given in the bill making appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture: 

} ed, etc., ‘That, in consideration of such consent given by said pro- 
prietors, no copies of said Woodsman's Handbook shall be printed or distrib- 
uted otherwise than by the Senate, the House of Representatives, and the 
United States Department of Agriculture, and none shall be sold or distrib- 
uted by the Superintendent of Documenta, or furnished to others for sale, 
anything in the act of January 12, 1895, entitled “An act providing for the 
public printing and binding and the distribution of public documents,” to 
the contrary notwithstanding. 

Sec. 2. That said copyrighted matter, wherever it appears in said Woods- 
man’s Handbook, shall be plainly marked as copyrighted matter, and shall 
be as fully protected under the copyright laws as though published by the 
pre printers themselves; and the permission for the use of said matter shall 
xe deemed to be limited to the purposes of this resolution. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Minnesota for an explanation of this resolution. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Isend a letter of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The SPEAKER. In reply to the gentleman from Alabama, 
the gentleman from Minnesota submits the following to be read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 
PROTECTION OF COPYRIGHTED MATTER IN THE WOODSMAN’S HANDBOOK. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., June 21, 1902. 






Hon. J. P. HEATWOLE, 
Chairman Committee on Printing, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Sir: I have the honor to recommend the adoption of the concurrent reso- 
lution which was passed by the United States Senate providing for the pro- 
tection of certain copyrighted matter which it is very desirable to publich in 
the Woodsman’s Handbook, a bulletin prepared in the Bureau of Forestry. 
in order to give this publication its greatest value, it is necessary to embody 
certain copyrighted tables of log scales. Permission has been obtained from 
the proprietors of such copyrighted material to use the data, with the pro- 
vision that no copies whatsover be sold by any Government office, and that 
no copies be furnished to any dealer for the purpose of sale. Existing law 
does not permit such restrictions. Should this resolution fail of passage, it 
would be necessary to issue the publication without these log scales, and thus 
greatly reduce the value of the Sulletin. 

Very respectfully, 


The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

The § 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEATWOLE, 
several votes by which the foregoing resolutions were adopted 
was laid on the table. 


JAMES WILSON, Secretary. 
Is there objection? 


REQUEST OF SENATE, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- 
ing request of the Senate, which was read: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, June 23, 1902. 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to return to the House of Repre- 
sentatives the enrolled copy of the bill (S. 5718) providing for the sale of sites 


[After a pause.] The | 


| bill applicable to the Indian Territory only, in mines employing 2) men or 


} more. 


senate joint resolution was ordered to a third reading and; | 


a motion to reconsider the | 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


CODE OF LAW FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 493) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a code of law for the District 
of Columbia,’’ with House amendments disagreed to by the Senate, 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist on 
its amendments, and agree to the conference asked for by the 
Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. JENKINS, Mr. SAMUEL W. Smiru, and Mr. CowHERD, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. HAvuGEN, one week, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WHEELER, for the balance of the session, on account of 
important business. 


PROTECTION OF LIVES OF MINERS. 


Mr. MOODY of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference 
report on the bill (H. R. 8327) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
for the protection of the lives of miners in the Territories,’’ and 
I ask that the reading of the report be omitted and the state- 
ment only be read. 

The SPEAKER. Have the report and statement been printed 
in the RECORD? 

Mr. MOODY of Oregon. They have. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon asks unanimous 
consent that the reading of the report be omitted, and that the 
statement only be read. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read: the statement, as follows: 


The effect of the agreement of the conferees will be: 

First. To strike out the limitation as to “‘depth of 100 feet or more,” thus 
making the law applicable to mines of any depth. 

Second. The Senate amendments providing for sprinkling the mines or 
removing the dust is accepted by the House conferees. 

Third. As to shot firing, the conferees agree to make that feature of the 


[After a pause.] The 


The necessity for this provision exists chiefly in that Territory, and 
your conferees have deemed it best to accept this limitation. 
MALCOLM A. MOODY, 
CHAS. F. SCOTT. 
[For conference report see page 7416. ] 
The conference report was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. MOODY of Oregon, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


REDEMPTION OF CERTAIN INTERNAL-REVENUE STAMPS. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report on 


| the bill (H. R. 6570) to amend the act of May 12, 1900, authorizing 


for manufacturing or industrial plants in the Indian Territory, and request | 


the House of Representatives to vacate the action of the Speaker in signing 
said enrolled pill and the message of the Senate agreeing to the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to said bill to the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. This being a request for the erasing of name 
of the Speaker from a bill, and there being no allegation that the 
request is for the purpose of correcting an error, the Chair feels 
that this should be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Te xas. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution 
in regard to the matter just before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers the 
following resolution in regard to the request just read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That the Clerk be directed to return to the Senate the enrolled 


_ 
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bill (S. 5718) providing for the sale of sites for manufacturing or industrial 
plants in the Indian Territory, with the information that the House has 
considered the request of the Senate that the House vacate the action of the 
Speaker in signing said enrolled bill, and that the unanimous consent neces- | 


sary to enable such action to be taken was refused. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. DALZELL. One moment. I would like to have the at- 
‘f the gentleman from Texas who made the objection. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL. The purpose of the resolution is to inform 
the Senate of the action of the House in answer to its request. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. DALZELL. It is absolutely necessary as a matter of 


ntion ¢ 


ti 


comity. 


the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to redeem or make allow- 
ance for internal-revenue stamps. I ask that the reading of the 
report be omitted and that the statement only be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks that the 
reading of the report be omitted, and that the statement only be 
read. Without objection, that course will be pursued. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 6570) to amend the act of May 12, 1900, authorizing the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue to redeem or make allowance for internal-revenue 
stamps, submit the following statement in explanation of the effect of the 
action agreed upon and recommended in the accompanying conference 
report: 

Whe House managers recede from the disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ments and agree to the same with an amendment striking out all after line 
6, page 1, of the House bill, and inserting new language, which is simpler in 
form and carries out exactly the provision and intention of the House in the 
original act. 

SERENO E. PAYNE, 
JOHN DALZELL, 


JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


[For conference report see page 7416. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from New York to explain this report. 

Mr. PAYNE. The original bill extended the limit for the re- 
demption of unused stamps, document stamps, and other stamps 
issued under the war-revenue act for the term of two years. The 
amendment, if adopted, extends the time to the ist of July, 1904, 


| and provides for the redemption under the original act passed in 


May, 1900. 

The conference report was agreed to, 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
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ISTHMIAN CANAL, 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the confer- 
ence report upon House bill 3110, to provide for the construction 
of a canal connecting the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls up the con- 
ference report on the canal bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iask, Mr. Speaker, that the report and state- 
ment be read. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. k. 8110) to provide for the 
construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific 
oceans, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate, and agree to the same, 

W. P. HEPBURN, 


L. FLETCHER, 
R. C. DAVEY, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


JOHN T. MORGAN, 

M. A. HANNA, 

A. B. KITTREDGE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 


The effect of the action of the conferees, if approved by the House, will be 
to eliminate all of the provisions of the bill as passed by the House and enact 
into legislation all of the provisions of the Senate amendment. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, in making the motion that I 
shall make to adopt the report of the conference committee, I 
desire to say that [I have not changed in the slightest degree the 
opinion that I have had of the wisdom of the House of Repre- 
sentatives when, on the 9th day of last January, it adopted a 
measure looking to the construction of this great enterprise. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman 
that the papers are not in the possession of the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The papers have never been in the hands of 
the conference committee. I presumed they were in the hands 
of the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. They were delivered to the committee, ag the 
Chair is informed. 

Mr. HEPBURN. They were not delivered to the committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suppose they should be in the hands of the 
Senate. This wasa House bill with Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. It is impossible to consider this matter un- 
less the papers are before the House, and they do not seem to be 
in the possession of the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. They must be in the possession of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The records show that the papers were mes- 
saged over to the Senate and we have no evidence of their being 
returned. 

Mr. SULZER. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, the conference 
report and statement of the conferees have been printed in the 
RECORD and are officially now before the House. What other 
papers are now necessary to consider this matter? 

The SPEAKER. Thereport andstatement of the conferees are 
in our possession, but the House is not in possession of the papers; 
and it has been repeatedly held, and long ago thrashed out, that 
business can not be done by this body unless the papers are in its 
possession, 

Mr.SULZER. Mr.Speaker,a parliamentary inquiry. I would 
like to know what papers are necessary. 

The SPEAKER. The bill itself and the substitute bill and all 
of the original papers in the case. The Chair will state that 
nothing can be done until these original papers are found. 

Mr. HEPBURN, Then, Mr. Speaker, at a later time I will 
call this up. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
ask the gentleman from Iowa whether the papers are in the pos- 
session of the Senate. ‘ 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know, sir, whether they are or not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Who asked for the confer- 
ence—which body? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The Senate asked for the conference. 

Mr. LOUD. The papers ought to be here. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then the House, granting 
the conference, ought to have the papers. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The papers were not delivered. It is one of 
those peculiar cases, as I learned on slight investigation of the 
case, where those who are familiar with those matters, or at least 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated to the House that there 
is no use of taking up unnecessarily the time of the House. The 
papers are not in our possession and we can not proceed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I was not 
seeking delay, but to learn where the papers are. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was not referring to the gentle- 
man’s inquiries. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Isit 
competent for the House, by unanimous consent, to proceed with 
this business at this time? 

The SPEAKER. Not without the original papers. The matter 
will have to go over until they are found. 


JOSEPH M. SIMMS. 


Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up a conference report on 
the bill (S. 3360) for the promotion of First Lieut. Joseph M. 
Simms, Revenue-Cutter Service, submitted yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia calls up a con- 
ference report. Does the gentleman desire to have both the re- 
port and the statement read? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Iask unanimous consent that the reading 
of the report be omitted and that the statement only be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent to dispense with the reading of the report and that 
the statement only be read. If there is no objection this course 
will be pursued. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement, to be found in the proceedings 
of June 25, 1902. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur 
in the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison agreeing to the conference 
report. 

The question was taken; and the report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. ADAMSON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

PHILIPPINE GOVERNMENT. 

The SPEAKER. In pursuance of the continuing order of the 
House, it will resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill S. 2295, the Philippine government bill, and the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] will take the chair. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill S. 2295, with Mr. GiLLetr of Massachusetts 
in the chair. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, my recollection is that when 
we adjourned last night I had the floor on a motion to amend 
section 15 of this act, the act authorizing the taking of land be- 
longing to the friars. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman submit an amendment? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; I submit an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York submits 
an amendment to section 15, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 13, page 74, after the word “purposes,”’ the following: ‘“‘An 
appeal mer be taken to the Supreme Court of the United States, in the man- 
ner provided by the sixth section, from any final judgment or decree or 
order authorizing the taking of the lands of any association, corporation, 
community, or religious order, or fixing the compensation to be paid 
therefor.” 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the debate was closed on that section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The recollection of the Chair is that the 
gentleman was on the floor at the time of adjournment. The 
Chair will consult the Recorp. That is the Chair’s recollection. 


~ 





The gentleman from New York is recognized. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, this section is one giving very 
extraordinary powers. It provides, in the first place, that the 
lands of any religious association may be taken by eminent do- 
main under what circumstances? I ask the attention alike of the 
committee and of the Committee of the Whole. It says that 
where it is thought that the ownership of the land by communi- 
ties or religious orders shall injuriously affect the peace and wel- 
fare of the people of the islands, then this power may be exercised. 

Now, let me suggest the question whether we have the power 
to pass such a law. It is hoped by all that it may be possible, by 
agreement between Governor Taft and the religious authorities, 
to avoid the necessity, but it may be necessary to resort to those 
legal proceedings. Does anyone think that this Congress would 


many gentlemen, thought that the rule would not apply—that it | have the power to say that because some individual or religious 


might be that this case could be taken up in either House, as they 


| association owned land in these United States to such a large 


asked for a conference on a disagreement on the part of the | extent that it might be deemed injurious to the welfare of the 


House—and the situation is of that peculiar nature. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Has the Senate itself acted 
upon the conference report? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That I can not tell. 


I do not know, 





eminent domain to condemn the title to the land? 


Certainly, Mr. Chairman, this is a very serious question. 


| community, that for that reason we should have the power by 
| But 


I do not care to discuss here the constitutionality of the provision. 
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Let me make another suggestion, which I feel confident will 
appeal to all members of the committee. Certainly we all de- 
sire that if the lands of the friars in the Philippines, or if any 
other land in the Philippines or out of the Philippines, is to be 
taken by eminent domain, fair compensation shall be given 
therefor. 


Now, I think, Mr. Chairman, that the committee, inadvertently | 


no doubt, have failed to secure for these associations the full pro- 
tection of the law to which they are entitled. We all know that 
there is in those islands a strong feeling against the friars. We 
all know that there is a strong desire that the land of the friars 
shall be taken for public purposes. 

Iam not here, Mr. Chairman, in any way to question the wis- 
dom or the propriety of such a course; but I do say that we owe 
it to ourselves to see that if this land is taken it shall only be 
taken upon payment of full and fair compensation. 
have many illustrations of what may be done when the land of a 
religious association is taken, and there is strong feeling in the 
community in reference to it. The lands of the religious associa- 
tions in France were taken a century ago, and while there was a 
pretense of compensation, every one knows that the result was 
confiscation. We do not want to have anyone say that the land 
of any religious association in the Philippines, taken under the 
guise of compensation, shall finally be taken by a process that 
amounts to confiscation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. lIask unanimous consent that I may have five 
minutes additional only. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
of the gentleman from New York be extended five minutes. 
there objection? 

Mr. SULZER. I do not want to object to the request of my 
colleague from New York; but yesterday when I asked unanimous 
consent for five minutes’ additional time the gentleman from In- 
diana {[Mr. CRUMPACKER] objected. 
than the gentleman from Indiana, and Idonotobject. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 


Is 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, under the proceedings by emi- | 


nent domain, authorized by this bill, the value of the land to be 
taken from these religious associations, which is stated to amount 
not only to hundreds of thousands but to millions of dollars, 
would be finally determined by the judges of the Philippine 
Islands, without any right of appeal. 
the act which they have prepared, have said in section 6 that in 
any case involving the amount of $25,000 the right of appeal shall 
be given to the Supreme Court of the United States. Yet here, in 


a case where popular feeling may be strongly excited and where | 
the amount involved may be so large, no appeal is given to the | 


Supreme Court. . 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield fora 
question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. : 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is the gentleman familiar with 
the fact that Governor Taft and the Taft Commission agreed with 
the friars in charge of these lands to submita request to Congress 
that an appeal from the judgment of the Philippine Islands 
supreme court in the proposed litigation on this subject may be 
taken to the Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr. PERKINS. I was not aware of that. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
stated in one of the reports that they made. 
the suggestion that the gentleman is now making. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then it seems to me all the more necessary, 
as we provide in this act a method by which these lands may be 
condemned, that such an appeal should lie. 

Mr. Chairman, I have only to say, in conclusion, that it is our 
boast that we allow fuil and fair legal rights to every man in this 
land, no matter what may be his race, his creed, or his color. I 
do not want it to be said that in an act passing Congress at this 
session the rights which we secure to all other men, of full and 
final justice. was denied to the Philippine friar. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, the bill contains ade- 
quate protection for the rights of all parties that may be affected 
under this particular section. The section authorizes the Gov- 
ernment to secure the control of the friar lands, and its purposes 
are in a large measure political—for the purpose of pacification. 
Authority is given the insular government to buy and hold and 


dispose of lands owned and held by individuals, associations, or | 


otherwise, where the holdings are in such large tracts or in such 
manner as to seriously affect the peace and welfare of the archi- 
pelago. The gentleman who offered the amendment suggests 


that there is a serious doubt about the power of the Government 
to take the lands under those circumstances, under the power of 
eminent domain. 
amendment ought to fail. 


If he is right about that, then of course his 
The amendment, as I understand it, 
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Now, we | 


Unanimous consent is asked that the time | 


Now, I will be more liberal | 


Now, the committee, in | 


That was their opinion, and it is | 
It is in the line of | 
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provides for appeals in all this class of cases, without regard to 

the amount of property involved, from the courts of final resort 

in the archipelago to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
| doubtless on the theory that the appeal is on the part of the land- 
| owner alone. 

Mr. PERKINS. I am entirely willing that the gentleman 
should modify the amendment in any respect he thinks fit. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not believe that any appeals ought 
to be provided in addition to those that section 6 contemplates. 
| In the first place, appeal from the supreme court of the archi- 
| pelago to the Supreme Court of the United States is a most vexa- 
tious, tedious, and expensive process; and that was the reason 
why the limitation was fixed in this bill at $25,000 in amount. 
Then the third clause of section 6 provides that in any and all 
controversies between the Government and religious associations 
involving the title to or ownership or the administration of trust 
land of a pious or religious character appeals will lie from the 
| final judgments of the supreme court of the archipelago to the 
| Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. PERKINS. You do not claim that this allows an appeal 
| in a proceeding to condemn the title of land and fix its value, be- 
| cause clearly it would not. 
| -Mr. CRUMPACKER. Perhaps not. Some members of the 
| committee believed that the provision is broad enough to cover it, 
and we all believe that questions arising out of ordinary condem- 
| nation proceedings may safely be vested in the supreme court of 
| the archipelago. The members of that court are appointed by the 
| President and confirmed by the United States Senate. It is com- 
posed of a majority of Americans, and probably will be long after 
these questions are settled. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then, if that is the opinion of the gentleman 
from Indiana, why does he allow an appeal in case of a judgment 
exceeding $25,000? 

Mr. COCHRAN. 
tee is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend until the 
| comgnittee is in order. 
| Mr. CRUMPACKER. It was the opinion of the committee 
that in cases involving such a large amount as $25,000 the ends 
| of justice would be promoted by allowing appeals in that class 
of cases from the judgment of the court below. It was further 
thought that the right of appeal might be abused by corporations 
and those who had the means and facilities to protract litigation 
and wear out the poor man or the man of small means, and 
| therefore a large limitation was fixed. 
| Mr. PERKINS. One more question, if the gentleman will 
yield to me. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does not the gentleman from Indiana know 
that the question of the title and condemnation of the lands of 
| the friars involves vastly more than $25,000? 
| Mr. CRUMPACKER. Let me say to the gentleman, in answer 
to that, that if it involves more than $25,000, there is a right of 
appeal under section 6, because under that section in all cases in- 
volving $25,000 or more an appeal will lie from the final judgment 
of the supreme court of the islands to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and that embraces the proceedings under this sec- 
tion the same as all other kinds of litigation. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then I move to strike out the 
| word “‘ gold.”’ 
| The CHAIRMAN, That is not in order. 


I make the point of order that the commit- 








No amendment is in 


| order. 
| Mr. GAINES of Tennéssee. Then I move to strike out the 
| paragraph. 


The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee.. I wish to oppose the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has already been opposed. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Not on this side. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time for debate on this amendment is 
exhausted. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then I ask unanimous consent to 
address the committee for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unan- 
 imous consent to address the committee for five minutes. Is there 
| objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. F 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, it was suggested 
| by the Taft Commissioners that a lawsuit or ana greed statement 0° 
| facts should be made up and was made up and published in one i 
| their reports. The supreme court in the Philippine Islands was to 
| decide the ownership or title to these friar lands, with a right of 
| appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States. That was rec- 
| ommended by Governor Taft, who said to me that that question 
' should be finally adjudged by the Supreme Court of the United 

























States. The supreme courtin the Philippine Islands is composed 
of three Americans and three Filipinos, and yet the distinguished 
gentleman from Indiana wants three Americans and three Fili- 
pinos to settle a question between the friars and the Filipinos. 
These agricultural lands alone, this report shows, page 62 in S. 
Paya’s evidence, were worth $4,000,000 to $5,000,000 before the 
revolution of 1896. They are more valuable now I have no doubt. 

The issue is, who owns these lands, whether Spain owned them 
and ceded them to the United States, or whether friars as friars 
or as individuals own them, or whether the Catholic Church owns 
them, or whether some one else owns them. As a matter of fact, 
the friars have sold all their land,as gentlemen can read in Senate 
Document No. 190, pages 54and 61. They sold the lands to a man 
named Andrews, who represented a corporation. He got up this 
corporation to make this purchase and paid off the friars in stock, 
of which they own a majority. So you see that the friars, by 
their own testimony, and here it isin print, sold these lands. I 
will read a word or two, with the indulgence of the House. 

Q. You were paid in shares, so that you owna majority of the sharesin the 


corporation now? 

A. Yes. 

This is on page 54, Senate Document No. 190. 

Then, over on another page (61) you will find the matter dis- 
cussed at length. Governor Taft, of the Commission, inquired 
into the whole thing. He states: 


You have sold all to a corporation, but, of course, you control the corpora- 
tion, because you hold a majority of the stock. Therefore you could, for that 
corporation, sell this Sregetty tothe Government? 


A. All we have now, of course, is shares of stock. 
9 Yes; but that majority isin your control. You control the corporation 
and you would be willing to sell that to the Government? 

A. We have the obligation which we have complied with to sell to An- 
drews; the sale was made to Andrews, and he afterwards got up the com- 

any 
: Q. But with the understanding that he was to get up the company? 

A. That was one of the clauses in the contract—that he would form an as 
sociation and that we would take a part of the stock. 

Q. Of course you know that the Government could take the property if it 
chooses—that is, for school purposes—that is, as they say in the Spanish law, 
“ expropriate;”’ as we say in America “condemn” it, paying its value. But 
it isa great deal better if we conclude that we need it to settle the matter 
out of the courts, for court proceedings involve expenses, and it leaves a bet- 
ter feeling to settle the matter by contract, and I would like to know if you 
are in a situation to arrive at an agreement if we want the property? 

A. Besides the understanding we have with Andrews, we would have to 
consult the Holy See. 

Q. The Holy See has the good sense to trust to the discretion of the able 
head of the order who is here. It has been suggested—a Senator of the 
United States suggested it to me—that one of the means of avoiding the 
trouble which seemed to exist here was to purchase the property of the reli- 
gious orders, and that if that evidence of their ownership was removed and 
the lands made Government property by the payment of money, a large part 
of the feeling against the orders would be removed. I only ask it witha 
view to bringing before the Commission the exact state of the case, so that 
we may judge of that suggestion. 

A. The real reason why we conveyed our property to another party was 
to have nothing further to do with the administration of these agricultural 
lands, and to remove that complaint which was made against us that the 
friars owned all the lands and were making all the money. 


So that, Mr. Chairman, it is very important to deal fairly with 


whoever owns this property, to deal with it with clean hands, and | 


demand that those who deal with us shall have clean hands. _ If 
the friars own it, or anyone, high or low, they have the right 
under the law, a right regardless of the Constitution; they have 
it under the practice of this country, they have it under the Con- 
stitution of the United States, to be paid a just compensation; but 
the question is, Who owns it? That is the question, as Governor 
Taft states here in his report, and of course is one of law. 
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Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, the bonds which are 
provided for here are gold bonds. The principal and interest is 
to be payable in gold. It is expressly provided that they are to 
be exempt from all taxes by the Philippine government, by any 
local authority in the Philippine Islands, and by the Government 
ofthe United States. Theyare practically, and willso be regarded, 
as obligations of the United States Government. There is no 
question in my mind—and I do not believe any gentleman in this 
House doubts it—that these bonds can be sold and disposed of if 
made to bear 3 per cent interest, certainly at 3}, and it seems to 
me the maximum limit ought not to be more than 4 per cent. 
The Senate bill contains a provision providing for the purchase of 
these very lands and the bonds there provided are to bear not ex- 
ceeding 44 per cent interest. 

Mr. LOUD. Does not the Government guarantee in that in- 
stance? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. The Government does not expressly 
guarantee, but it practically guarantees the payment of these 
bonds. It will be claimed by the purchasers that the United 
States is morally bound to see them paid. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does not the gentleman from 
Virginia recall the fact that while the bill proposes to exempt 
these bonds from the payment of taxes or duties to the govern- 
ment of the islands, or any local authority in the islands, or the 
Government of the United States, it nevertheless does leave them 


| open to taxation by States or municipalities in this country? 





There is nota more gifted lawyer in the United States than | 


Governor Taft, and not a better anywhere than Gen. Luke 
Wright. 


Now, they say it is a question of law: and shall we submit 


that question to three Filipino judges and three American judges, 
or shall we submit it to the whole six and stop it there? Again, 
there may be some one who has title to these friar lands that is 
not worth $25,000. Why say $25,000? A man’s property that is 
worth a thousand dollars or less is enough to give him an unim- 
peachable title, and he ought to have the same rights in a court 
of justice as the man who has $25,000. Give everybody a chance 
to appeal in this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. 

‘The question was taken on the amendment; and on a division 
(demanded by Mr. CRUMPACKER) there were 37 yeas and 67 noes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

The question was taken, and tellers were refused. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. 
move to strike out the word “ five,’’ the last word in line 24, and 
insert ** four.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 73, line 24, strike out the word “five,” and insert the word “ four;” 
80 as to read “not exceeding 4 per cent per annum.” 





They are only five-year bonds, and the committee thought there 
were enough there to increase the risk, so that 5 per cent was 
not out of the way. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. There is nothing in this bill which 
limits the sale of these bonds to citizens of the United States. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And I will say to the gentleman 
that there is nothing that prevents them from being sold here. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Nothing in the world. They prob- 
ably will be sold here, every one of them. When the gentleman 
says that the bonds provided for in this bill need not run for 
more than five years, he must know that the maximum limit is 
thirty years, and that the probability is that those who will con- 
trol the issue and sale of these bonds will provide that they shall 
run for thirty years. 

Now, the amount as I understand which it will require to pur- 
chase these lands will be somewhere between seven and eight 
millions of dollars. It has been stated upon the floor of this 
House, and it is true, that the Philippine treasury to-day has over 
seven millions of money in it. Now, I do not think that there is 
any necessity for giving the Commission such a wide latitude as 
this. There is no question that these bonds can be disposed of if 
the interest is fixed at 3 per cent. Certainly, 4 per cent bonds 
can be sold, and I hope that the House will not give this latitude 
to the Commission, when there is no earthly reason or necessity 
for it. They are gold bonds, they are to be exempt from taxation 
in the Philippine Islands and the Government of the United 
States can not tax them, the interest is payable in gold, and they 

‘an be sold upon the markets of the United States if made to 
bear 34 per cent interest, or even less. Will anybody deny this? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. I made a motion just now to strike out the 
word *‘ gold.’’ The Chair ruled that that was out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is it now in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. No. The question.is on the adoption of 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia will not prevail. This is not a political 
question, permit me to say, but a question of expediency. There 
is no doubt in the world but what if the Government of the 


United States would guarantee these bonds, they might be sold 


Mr. Chairman, on page 73, line 24, I | 


for 3 percent. Taking into consideration all of the contingen- 
cies, all of the liability to taxation by municipalities and counties 
in the United States, the committee thought that it was wise to 
place the limitation of 5 per cent upon these bonds. I have no 
doubt in the world but what the Commission would issue these 
bonds at the best terms which they can secure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the’ Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. GILLettr of Massachusetts, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill S. 2295, 
the Philippine government bill, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. 
report on the bill (H. R. 3110) for the construction of a canal con- 
necting the waters of the Atlantic and the Pacific oceans. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa calls up the con- 
ference report on the canal bill. The papers are now in the pos- 
session of the House, having been found in the Senate. The re- 
port and the statement have both been read. If there is no objec- 
tion, they need not be again read. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the re- 
port by the House. 

The SPEAKER. 
of the conference report. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, in making this motion,I de- 
sire to say that I have not in any manner modified the opinions 
that I have heretofore had as to the wisdom of the action of the 
House on the 9th day of last January, when it adopted a bill au- 
thorizing the construction of this great waterway. I still believe 
that that measure was the wiser one that has received at any 
time the attention of the House. 
contained every provision, in my judgment, necessary to accom- 
plish that work. It was drawn with this as the central idea, that 
in the construction of that great canal, many miles away from this 


that attends every work of that kind by reason of the press, it 
was essentially necessary, in order to avoid scandals and corrup- 
tion, that there should be centralized in one person all power and 
all responsibility, that there should be one charged by the Amer- 
ican people with this work, and that there should be no one with 
whom the responsibility should be divided or behind whom any 
man might hide. 

The bill that the House passed accomplished that purpose. It 
contained all the provisions conferring authority—axthority for 
negotiation, authority for purchase of the zone of the canal. 
contained provisions with reference to appropriations. So that 
all power needed for the accomplishment of the work was fully 
contemplated in that bill and freely given. It also selected a 
route—a route approved by more than half a score of those com- 
missions that had been charged with the duty of selection. It 
adopted a route that had been approved after fifty years of care- 
ful, patient investigation. It approved a route that the legisla- 


Mr. Speaker, I now call up the conference | 


The gentleman from Iowa moves the adoption | g like result. 


It was short, compact, and yet | 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Agreasonable time. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
what that means as to the length of time? 


Has the gentleman any idea 
Because I think that 


| is a matter which would operate largely with many members in 





regard to the casting of their votes upon this proposition. If it 
can be understood that the meaning is ‘not too long a time, it 
seems to me that would be an inducement to support the measure. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I am not able with any accu- 
racy to enlighten the gentleman. But I may say this: A propo- 
sition was made in another branch of Congress for a limitation— 
in fact, there were three such propositions, one a limitation for 


| six months, which was not agreed to; another for twelve months, 


which was not agreed to; and another for eighteen months, with 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does the gentleman under- 
stand that any action taken elsewhere is to be regarded as an in- 
dication that such delay is desired upon the part of Congress? 
For one I would nsét want to vote for the measure—I do intend 
for this report, but I would not wish to do so if I thought that 
it meant that such delay was intended by Congress. I think that 
quite a large number of gentlemen on this side of the House, and 
perhaps on the other side, too (for I have heard expressions to that 
effect), would not vote for this proposition if it was understood 


| : . 

| that the intention on the part of Congress was that there should 
i s ay | be delay even for six months. 

capital and from this country, removed from that critical espionage | 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I think it proper for me to say 


| that the House conferees sought an amendment which would 


It | 


limit that discretion to sx months, stating that in their opinion 
the action of the other body might be regarded as a legislative 
construction of what a ‘‘ reasonable time ’’ would mean—as some- 
thing in excess of eighteen months. It was stated on the other 
hand that there was nothing of that sort implied in the action 
taken; that the voting down of those motions meant nothing of 
that kind. As was stated, those matters were regarded as sim- 
ply in opposition to the general bill which was under considera- 
tion, and could not possibly have any such legislative construc- 
tion. I think it proper that I should say that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, may I ask 
the gentleman further, on account of his great familiarity with 
this question and his experience as a legislator, is it, in the opin- 


| ion of the gentleman, possible for us to get any other canal route 


tures of the States in great majority, conventions of the people | 


all over the country, and three great national conventions had 
specifically and by name approved. 
was almost a unit upon this subject; and when any man spoke 


secured at this session of Congress or during this Congress if 
this report is rejected? 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, if I had thought it was pos- 


| sible to secure other legislation than this I would not have con- 


The press of the country | 


of this great enterprise and its accomplishment he had in his | 


mind the Nicaragua route as determined upon by every medium 
that could voice public opinion. 

The measure that is now reported is primarily for another 
route, although conditions are in the act adopted by the other 
branch of Congress which, in my belief, may still look to and 
possibly still accomplish the construction of the Nicaragua Canal. 

3ut the whole theory of construction ischanged. Instead of hay- 
ing one directing mind, there are to be seven. Instead of having 
one whose interest would be for speedy completion, the present 
act suggests delay and makes it the interest of a commission of 
seven persons to prolong the labor, for they are to hold office until 
the completion of the canal unless the President should see fit at 
an earlier day to dispense with their services. It is a commission 
that is to cost thousands and tens of thousands of dollars a year, 
with a provision for a great staff, unlimited in number, and the 
expense of which at this day no man can compute; nor can he do 
so until he searches the minds of all those who will have influence 
and power to bring to bear upon the commission for places for 
their friends. 

But, after all, Mr. Speaker, the conference committee concluded 
that with all these defects it was better to start; it was better to 
something. Under the terms of this bill, before a pick can be 
struck upon the Isthmus in furtherance of the general design of 


7 
ao 


the bill months and months, if not years, must elapse; so that if 
mistakes have been made there will be opportunity for correction 
before great evil other than delay can result. And so we have 


made this report, recommending the adoption of the Senate legis- 
lation and the beginning of some work in the direction of the ac- 
complishment of the enterprise. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve my time. 

Mr. RicHARDSON of Tennessee rose. 

Mr. HEPBURN.» I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER. How much time? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not want any time; I 
just want to ask the gentleman from Iowa a question or two. As 
to the exercise by the President of the option to acquire the Panama 
Canal and to continue the work upon that route, how much time 


is given him in the bill? 





sented to the action I now recommend. I consent to it because I 
believe that at this time it is this or nothing. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will ask the gentleman if it 
would be too late now for the House itself to put a time limit 
upon the exercise of this discretion by the President? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think it is. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman think 
that an attempt of that kind on the part of the House would de- 
feat the bill? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think so. I will say in justification of 
that opinion that all of the amendments that were suggested by 
your conferees were rejected; that there was no semblance of 
disposition manifested to yield anything in the way of change or 
amendment; that we ran up against an adamant wall. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does not the gentleman think 
that perhaps if we reenforced the opinion of our conferees by 
action of the House fixing a period for the exercise of this dis- 
cretion we might be able to get over that wall? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, with all of my hopefulness for secur- 
ing the passage of the House bill, with all of the firm belief I 
have that we were right, I say to the gentleman, in all sincerity, 
that I would never have consented to this adjustment if I had 
believed that there was any better possible—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I hope the gentleman under- 
stands me. I am in most hearty sympathy with the gentleman 
upon this question. Wealways have been perfectly at one about 
it. My idea now is to help him as far as I can; but the idea just 
struck me that perhaps if the House were to agree with an amend- 
ment fixing a period within which this discretion should be ex- 
ercised that the Senate might possibly accept that amendment. 
If the gentleman from his knowledge of the actual condition— 


| and his knowledge is so much greater than mine that mine is not 


worth being mentioned in the same breath—thinks that is impos- 
sible or impracticable, why, I think his opinion is worth more 
upon the subject than mine; but if there is a chance to do it at 
all, I should think it is worth trying. A 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker. it is my belief that it is this 
legisiation or no legislation by this Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow 
me? 


Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 











1902. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 


I should like to call the gen- 
tleman’s attention to the first section of the bill, in which the 
amount of $40,000,000 is provided, and particularly to call the gen- 
tleman’s attention to the use of the word ‘‘ own”’ in referring to 


the New Panama Canal Company. What is the gentleman’s 
opinion as to the limitation of that word ‘‘own’”’ as used in that 
section? Does it net mean that the $40,000,000 will have to be 
paid to the New Panama Company whether it owns these things 
or not? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt that the lan- 
guage of that law would authorize the payment of $40,000,000 to 
the New Panama Canal Company for whatever it may have, 
much or little, but I have no belief that the President of the 
United States would pay that amount of money until he was satis- 
fied that he was securing a title to all the property that may be 
owned by the New Panama Canal Company or by its predecessor 
company, including franchises, visible property, and everything. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But as a lawyer, does not 
the gentleman admit that that paragraph and the use of that 
language is mandatory upon the President of the United States? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir; I do not think that it is mandatory, 
in the sense that the President would pay $40,000,000 for that 
property, as the gentleman from Alabama and myself believe it 
to be vested in the New Panama Canal Company; for I am free 
to say that, in my judgment, the New Panama Canal Company 
own nothing that we care to buy. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Is it not a fact, further, if 
the gentleman will allow me, that the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany stands simply in a fiduciary capacity, that it is a trustee for 
the old company, and really, as the gentleman has stated, owns 
nothing? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, as I understand this subject 
the New Panama Canal Company became, as a trustee, in 1893 or 
1894, in possession of all the property owned by the old company. 
They were invested with that property for certain and specific 
purposes. They were to undertake the enterprise of the comple- 
tion of the canal. They were to finance that enterprise. They 
were to construct the canal, to maintain it, to operate it. Then 
there was a provision for the disposition of the revenues, and 
among the provisions was this: That 40 per cent of a certain resi- 
due was to be given to the new company and 60 per cent was to 
be the property of the dld company. They were to construct it, 
they were to operate, they were to finance, they were to be the 
custodians of the revenues, and they were to apportion them in 
the well-defined proportion that I have suggested. 

Mr? BURTON. Will the gentleman give me ten minutes? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will yield to you later on. I yield to the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I donotask the gentleman to yield to me. 
I want to ask him a question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. [Ihave not finished this inquiry, I will say 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Very well. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, that condition existed until the 23d 
day of last December, and here dates throw some light upon this 
subject. On the 2ist day of last December the House, by unani- 
mous consent, agreed to consider a bill then pending before it 
authorizing the construction of the Nicaragua Canal on the 7th 
of the next month. On the 23d day of December there was an- 
other arrangement made between the new company and the 
liquidator of the old company—an arrangement by which the New 
Panama Canal Company were to have control of the negotiations 
of sale to the United States, a clear and a distinct recognition of 
property rights still remaining in the old company. 

An agreement further was made for the adjustment and the 
disposition of the property which, in my judgment, simply gave 
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and intrigue, an arrangement, so as to let the time limit expire, 
and then the President would be powerless to carry into execu- 
tion the authority to build either one of these canals? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Of course, Mr. Speaker, there are contin- 
gencies of that kind that might arise, but the one suggested by 
the gentleman is the least probable, to my mind, to arise. There 
are no interests, I take it, on either of these routes that are going 
to interfere with this project. The possibilities of the future for 
either one of these countries are dependent upon this question. 
It is to one of them at least what our entire internal system of 
transportation is to the United States; to the other one it is that 
if it loses the canal that loss means the loss of all possibility of 
progress to Colombia. So that I do not think there is difficulty 
there. But there may be a difficulty elsewhere, and the very sug- 
gestion that there are other interests, made by the gentleman, 
that interfere is one of the things that we ought to have been 
apprehensive about and ought to have looked to in this bill. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. Will the gentlemian allow me to ask a 
question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. If this conference report is agreed to and 
the bill becomes law, will it be possible to begin work upon the 
construction of this canal until that treaty has been submitted to 
the Senate and ratified by that body? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ithink not; and that is one of the objections 
that your conferees, Mr. Speaker, have to this bill, because, after 
we have paid our money, after we have secured our treaty, it 
would then be possible for the other branch of Congress to hold 
up the entire enterprise if less than two-thirds were in favor of 
this canal. I was unwilling to put that power into the hands of 
that body. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In view of the statement of facts 
just made by the gentleman from Iowa, is the statement which 
we have so frequently heard, that this would inevitably result in 
some canal, true? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think it is, because the President may fail 
in this negotiation. I think that he will fail, under the terms of 
this bill, in getting the property of the Panama Canal, and then 
the alternative proposition will operate, and he is authorized to 
construct a canal on the other route. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio, reserving the remainder 
of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I am sure the country will give 
full credit to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] and his 
associates on the conference committee because they have yielded 
their convictions relating to a route, and their convictions relat- 
ing to a bill, because of their anxiety fora canal. But I favor 
the adoption of this conference report for entirely different rea- 
sons from those which they allege. I believe in the first place 
that the Panama route is altogether the better route, and I be- 
lieve in the next place the Senate bill is the best obtainable bill. 

The growth of opinion on behalf of the Panama route has been 
slow. For twenty-five years this proposed canal was controlled 


Will the gentleman allow me to 


| by foreign companies, one of which, in the prosecution of the 


work, unfortunately incurred serious scandal. The demand of 
the American people was and is for a canal owned and controlled 
by the United States. Hence for twenty-five years the Panama 
route was entirely excluded from consideration. A national 


| canal became not merely a matter of sentiment, but of deliberate 


to the New Panama Canal Company a new power, the right as | 


attorney in fact of the old company to negotiate the sale to the 
United States. Now, then, if there was in the provision of this 
bill authority in the President of the United States to pay 
540.000,000 for the property of the New Panama Canal Company 
aud for the property of its predecessor company, I think there 
wi uld have been no trouble;-but the conferees on the other side 
disagreed with us, thinking it unnecessary, and would not con- 
sent to the insertion of the words ‘‘and predecessor company.’ 
Mr. GROSVENOR. What I desire to ask the chairman of the 
committee is this question. Suppose that a limit of time be put 
into the bill by the House, and an acceptance or an agreement 
by the Senate, would not that one provision operate to put into 
the hands of contesting or competing interests the power to de- 
lay the negotiations, so that in the end it would be an element 
franght with danger of defeat, rather than an incentive to early 
and practical conclusion of the negotiations between the Presi- 
dents, under the powers given in this bill? In other words, 
might not a condition exist in Colombia or some other States 


down there to prevent, under various ways known to diplomacy ' the Panama route can be a national route as well asthe Nicaragua, 


choice. 

The Panama route was out of the question, and the word 
‘‘Nicaragua’’ became the name for a canal under the control of 
this Government. In that name there is nothing more thana 
purpose for a canal which shall be ours. Political planks and 
platforms, national or State, go for naught when it appears that 
there is a better route along another way, where the same condi- 
tions can be fulfilled, namely, ownership by this country. 

Now, if there is anything in expert opinion, the Panaina route 
is the better. There is hardly an engineer of prominence in this 
country who does not prefer it. There is hardly a scientific jour- 
nal of any authority which does not advocate it. I am violating 
no confidence when I say that our commission, a commission 
made up of leading engineers of this country, went there with a 
predilection—aye, I may say with a bias—for the Nicaragua route, 
and yet, when they had finished their work, they gave an unani- 
mous opinion in favor of the Panama route. 

Gentlemen, that means more than the resolutions of a political 
convention gathered together to consider a multitude of political 
and other questions and hastily adopting what they regard as the 
sentiment of thepeople. It furnishesmore than party platforms; 
it gives the basis for a wise choice. 

Now, in view of the offer of last January and the report upon it 
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It has not been before us until this time. I find no fault with 
the House for its action of May, 1900, although with 35 others I 
voted against the bill pending at that time. I voted myself for 
the Nicaragua route in January of this year, but there was no 
other route before us. Now there is another, and by reports and 
investigations a flood of light has been thrown upon the situation. 
If the Nicaragua route should be selected, I firmly believe a na- 
tional blunder would be committed. The Panama route is the 
shorter, with less curvature, along a pathway of traffic for four 
hundred years and with a railway already constructed, with con- 
ditions more intelligently understood and less danger of unfore- 
seen obstacles. 

They say there is pestilence there. Gentlemen, I have confi- 
dence, not alone in Yankee ingenuity, not alone in Yankee push, 
but also in Yankee doctors and sanitary regulations which we 
may enforce. We went to Cuba with some fears because a por- 
tion of the island had been a charnel house from yellow fever, 
but under American regulations, with American sanitary ar- 
rangements, for nine months there has not been a single case of 
yellow fever in that island. I believe that we can do the same | 
thing at Panama. I believe in the Senate provisions. With a 
time limit it would be possible to defeat any canal at all. If 
we have a treaty it must pass the Senate by a two-thirds vote. 
Suppose there is a policy of obstruction, how easy it would be 
to postpone it beyond six, twelve, or eighteen months? The treaty 
must be made with Colombia, with the play of selfish interests 
on behalf of both canals. How easy it would be to postpone that 
treaty. Bogota, the capital of Colombia, is one of the most re- 
mote portions of the earth, as regards mail communication. It 
is more remote than Pekin. What we are doing to-day,I take it, 
has some character. It is not an academic opinion as to the bet- 
ter route, but is a deliberate choice of routes. Shall we say that 
the Panama route is the best route until 12 o’clock noon, at the 
expiration of six months, but that when the clock then strikes 
some other route is better? 

The full responsibility of this enterprise is lodged just where it 
belongs—with the President of the United States. With the 
great responsibility of his office, and with his own anxiety that 
this great national work should be commenced, and commenced 
promptly, it can be safely left to him. 

In regard to the argument against this proposed commission, I 
do not exactly see how the Secretary of War can control this work 
in any better way. It is not expected that the President or the 
Secretary of War shall go to Panama or Nicaragua and take 
charge. Either would have to leave the work to subordinates; 
and if this commission should dally and delay or try to do so, it 
will be in the power of this Congress to abolish the commission 
and put some officer or organization in its place that will go on 
promptly with the work, in pursuance of the demands of the 
American people. Gentlemen, I do not believe that lengthy dis- 
cussion is necessary. 

Just one word about this new company. As I interpret the 
law in regard to it—and I gave this question considerable exam- 
ination three years ago—if ever all the property of one company 
was turned over to another, it was done in the transfer from the 
old Panama Company to the new, which now has exclusive 
right on the Isthmus and has for years been prosecuting this 
work. Do we want the few rights left over—perhaps the furni- 
ture of the old Panama Company in Paris—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BURTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do you believe that under the contract 
under which this property was turned over by the liquidator to | 
the New Panama Canal Company, say three years ago, they had 
the power to convey a good title for the property to the United 
States? 

Mr. BURTON. I do, most decidedly, and in pursuance not | 
only of the action of the court, but of a law passed by the Cham- | 
ber of Deputies: and all that is left of this old company is a right 
to issue lottery bonds and some few odds and ends. Do we need, | 
for the prosecution of this enterprise, to put in a provision that | 
the property of the old Panama Company shall be transferred | 
over to us? Do we have any anxiety for the right to issue lottery | 
bonds? 

Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. BURTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Of course, the gentleman knows that there | 
is nothing in that answer but flippancy. I want to ask him this 
question: Has not the old company a right even at this day to 60 
per cent of the earnings of the new company? 

Mr. BURTON. Not under the present decrees of the court. 
The original condition was as I stated. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That decree of the court was made on the 
28th day of last December, was it not? 

Mr. BURTON. I believe so. 








Will the gentleman permit another question? | 


| **owned ”’ in the first section of this bill. 


Mr. HEPBURN. And up to that date this company had this 
interest in the earnings of the canal that the other company was 
bound to construct and operate? 

Mr. BURTON. Nevertheless that would not have stood in the 
way of their right to dispose of it. 

And I want to say that this is not ‘‘flippancy.’’ I am unable 
to find in the record anything of importance except a few odds 
and ends and that very valuable right—the right to issue lottery 
bonds. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I hope no member of this House will vote 
against the adoption of thisreport. For seventy-five years—since 
1826—this project has been talked of and agitated in this country. 
For four hundred years it has been the talk of men of many 
nations. There has been necessary delay, for time has been re- 
quired for examination. But now we have come to a time when 
we can make a sensible choice and take a sensible vote. Prelim- 
inary steps have been taken and examinations made, and this 
day—this 26th day of June, 1902—it is in the power of Congress 
to declare that we will have a canal between the two oceans, and 
I say, Way for the canal! Make way! [Applause.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 


| gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. r. Speaker, the people whom I repre- 
sent, and I believe the people of the whole Mississippi Valley, are 
in favor of the Nicaragua route, because it is to their interest to 
be in favor of it. The great Mississippi River carries their com- 
merce to the Gulf; and that route which would bring the vessels 
passing through an isthmian canal nearer to the mouth of the 
Mississippi River would, asa matter of commerce, be vastly to 
the interest of the —- of the Mississippi Valley. 

But whether a canal is built at Nicaragua or at Panama, the 
whole people of the United States will be benefited by the build- 
ing of that canal. Freight rates and the cost of transportation 
are the key toall commerce. If the people of the United States, 
if the Congress of the United States are right in believing that 
water transportation across the Isthmus will reduce freight rates, 
then it will build commerce; it will open markets; it will clear 
the way to the ports of the world for our commerce in the future. 
I believe the hour has come to-day when we can build a canal. 
We may not be able to build the canal that some of us believe to 
be the best canal, but I believe that it is manifestly to the inter- 
est of the whole people of the United States that an isthmian 
canal should be built. 

Believing that if we can not have the legislation which I be- 


| lieve to be the best, I am willing that legislation—although I do 


not believe this to be the best, yet which I know is to the ingerest 
of my country—should be passed, and for that reason I intend to 
yield the fight that I have made heretofore for a canal on the 
Nicaragua route and vote for this bill. More than that, it may 
be in doubt—it is a doubtful question—as to whether a title can 
be delivered to the Panama route. 

If the advocates of that route fail to satisfy the President of 
the United States that they can give a good title, then we have 
the opportunity of getting the Nicaraguan Canal, the canal that 
we want, and it may be our only opportunity; so that I say now, 
the way being clear, I can see no reason why any man who is in 
favor of a canal, or any man who wanied the Nicaraguan route, 
should not be willing to accept this bill as the best compromise 
that we can get, for there can be no donbt about the fact that if 
we reject this conference report we will get no legislation at 
this session of Congress and we may never get legislation in the 
future. I believe the President of the United States is earnestly 
in favor of the canal. I believe the President of the United 
States wishes to carry out the will of the people on this question, 
and I believe that when this bill passes and the power is put in 
his hands to act, he will use that power toward building a canal, 


| either at Panama or Nicaragua, and whichever we get will result 


in great benefit to the masses of the people of our country. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. RicHAaRpson]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I have, as | 
indicated in the question I propounded to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Iowa, the chairman of the Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce Committee, grave doubts about the use of the word 
I believe the language 
used in that section is mandatory on the President and he would 
have to pay the $40,000,000 to the New Panama Company, whether 
that company ‘‘ owned ’’ valuable properties or not. It promises, 
at least, complications and probable litigation. I would not under- 
take unnecessarily to make a quibble upon the words of this sec- 
tion. The section, it seems, leaves loopholes for delay and trou- 
ble and this, I fear, would mean no canal. I do not concede to 


anyone on this floor a greater interest and solicitude for the con- 
struction of an isthmian canal than I entertain. The future 
prosperity, the wealth of the South, and especially that of Ala- 
bama, depends upon an isthmian canal. 




















1902. 


I am aware, Mr. Speaker, of the great and heroic struggle that 
the distinguished chairman of the Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce Committee [Mr. HepBuRN] has had to yield his views and 
his convictions in favor of a Nicaraguan canal. I have watched 
and applauded his unremitting labors on the Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce Committee in behalf of the Nicaragua Canal. I 
know that this project has been near to his heart, for in season 
and out of season he has stood unfalteringly for the Nicaragua 
route. I have gladly followed his leadership. I can not, Mr. 
Speaker, forget here now the keen disappointment that the sub- 
stitution of the Panama for the Nicaragua route carries to the 
brave, trusting heart of one of the most distinguished citizens of 
the South—the great statesman and Senator from Alabama, JOHN 
T, MorGAN—who has devoted more than twenty years of labor 


and toil of his useful life and his great intellect to the construc- | 


tion of a Nicaraguan canal. 
convictions to the inevitable. I know, Mr. Speaker, that it was 
a great, great effort for these two distinguished gentlemen to 
vield their convictions and partiality for the Nicaragua route. It 
speaks louder than any words I can use for their patriotism and 
statesmanship. Their example has made it easy for me to abide 
the results of the conference committee of the two Houses. Iam 
willing, and will to-day in the vote I make, surrender my own in- 
dividual convictions and vote for the conference report. 
this, Mr. Speaker, without yielding one jot or tittle of my belief 
that the Nicaraguan route is preeminently the best. 


He, too, I am told, has yielded his | 
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aragua Canal route and the Maritime Canal route, and in regard 
to claims both on the part of the Maritime Canal Company and 
other companies claiming concessions over various proposed canal 
routes. It was not long until it came to me that our chairman 
was not opposed to canal legislation, but that he was opposed to have 
the Government furnish the funds for the construction of a small 
and cheap canal for the benefit of a private corporation which 
would reap alli the profits. 

Up to that time there had been no serious proposition urged in 
Congress that the Government itself should build the isthmian 
canal. The Clayton-Bulwer treaty with England stood in the 
way of a Government canal. It seemed quite certain that Congress 
would not furnish its financial support to the Maritime Canal 
Company or any other private corporation for the construction 
of the canal. The great Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] 
was giving his attention in the Senate to proposed canal legisla- 





| tion, and was urging that aid be given to the Maritime Canal 


I do | 


Company. Apparently all paths toward the construction of a 
canal seemed to have insurmountable obstacles in front. 

I rise to my feet here to-day mainly for the purpose of perform- 
ing a plain duty to the members of this House and to the country 


| by calling attention to the stroke of genius shown in the leader- 


I believe that the conference committee on the part of the House | 


have made an honest, earnest, and noble effort to impress their 
convictions on the conferees of the Senate; but, as the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Burton] has said, the time has come with us now, 


and we have been considering it in this country for fifty years, to | 


accept a plan that proposes to give us the construction of this 
creat isthmian canal, and I believe that it is my duty to my peo- 
ple—while I know with what great unanimity the people of that 
section of the South are wedded to the Nicaraguan route—to vote 
for the conference report—the Panama route—and I believe in the 
exercise of their good judgment, their patriotism, and their com- 
mon sense they will ratify the vote that I will cast here toglay. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 

Mr. MANN Mr. Speaker, I think that we are one step nearer 
to a canal, and I wish to remind the House that for that step we 
are indebted to the courage, statesmanship, and persistency of two 
men, a courage which at times has been subjected to severe criti- 
cism, but which has never quailed. One of these men is JOHN 
T. Mor@an, of the Senate of the United States [applause], and 
the other, the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. WILLIAM P. HEPBURN. 
[Prolonged applause. | 

Mr. Speaker, in January last this House passed the bill for the 
Nicaragua Canal. That bill went to the Senate and the Senate 
struck out all of the provisions of the bill after the enacting 
clause, and substituted in place thereof a bill for the Panama 
Canal. This House as a matter of form disagreed to the Senate 
amendment or substitute and asked for a conference. 


| 
| 


The man- | 


agers of the conference on the part of the House and the Senate | 


have made and have finally reported in favor of the adoption of 
the Senate substitute, which provides for the construction of the 
canal at the Panama route. 

Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of adopting the conference report. 
Many of our people prefer the Nicaragua Canal route; many 
prefer the Panama Canal route; some prefer the San Blas or tun- 
nel route. But, after all, the principal object in view is the con- 
struction of an actual canal. e want to make our contribution 


to progress and civilization by constructing a waterway between | 


the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 


I doubt very much whether it 
veill ever be profitable financially. 


I question the advisability of 


it so far as aiding in our naval defense. But the people of our | 


country wish to construct a canal and they are willing to pay for 
it. When finished it will be the realization of the dream of cen- 
tures, 

But, Mr. Speaker, my object at this time is not to discuss the 
desirability of the canal, but to point out very briefly some facts 
in connection with the history of this legislation. 


assigned asa member of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, I found that preposed legislation in regard an isth- 
mian canal was then an old story. 

_ The proposition then before that committee was to aid the Mari- 
time Canal Company in the construction of a canal on the Nica- 
Tagua route. That was a private corporation and it had been seek- 
ing for years to obtain financial aid from the Government to build 
the canal. I found that the chairman of our committee, the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. ed , was not looked upon as a friend 
of canal legislation. It was openly insinuated that he was opposed 
to the construction of a canal at all. We had extensive hearings 
before our committee in that Congress, both in regard to the Nic- 





‘When I was | 
elected as a member of the Fifty-fifth Congress in 1896, and was | 


ship of the chairman of our committee [Mr. Hepspurn]. While 
others were bewildered and in doubt, the sagacity, the courage, 
and the leadership of Colonel HersuRN looked down a straight 
road ahead. He prepared and submitted to our committee a bill 
proposing that the Government itself should construct, own, 
operate, and defend an isthmian canal. 

The route proposed, it is true, was the Nicaragua route; no 
other route could then have been proposed. The Panama people 
at that time were standing to one side with lofty haughtiness in 
the vain expectation that it could hold up this country and com- 
pel us to pay a couple of hundred millions of dollars for the Pan- 
ama route. The members of our committee studied the subject 
with great care and consideration, and we finally reported to the 
House the Hepburn bill in the Fifty-fifth Congress. At that 
time the Maritime Canal Company was claiming an exclusive 
right to the Nicaragua Canal route. The Cragin Syndicate was 
also claiming an exclusive right to the Nicaragua route. The 
Panama Company was announcing with bold directness that it 
proposed to finish the Panama Canal, and that the Panama Canal 
was not for sale under any circumstances. That company an- 
nounced that it had the funds in sight with which to finish the 
canal. The Clayton-Bulwer treaty was in force forbidding the 
construction of a canal by this Government, or the ownership or 
defense of it by our country. The Gordian knot of an isthmian 
canal had bothered statesmen for years. Many had attempted to 
untie it. Colonel HEPBURN proposed to solve the difficulty by 
boldly cutting the knot in two. This was the proper solution. 
The result of the Hepburn bill in the Fifty-fifth Congress was 
that the new Isthmian Canal Commission was appointed by a 
provision in the river and harbor act of 1899. That Commission 
is the one which has just recently reported. 

Another result came from the Hepburn bill. Plain notice was 
served upon our own State Department and upon England as well 


| that the committee of this House having jurisdiction of the sub- 
| ject was in favor of passing a bill directing the President in behalf 
| of this nation to construct the canal, notwithstanding the pro- 





visions of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. It is divulging no secret 


| now to say that it was the expectation of members of our com- 


mittee that this bold and firm attitude on our part would lead our 
State Department to enter into negotiations which would result 
in the abrogation of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. That result has 
also been finally accomplished. Weare now free‘ from any treaty 
obligations which would prevent us as a nation from owning and 
operating the canal. 

Another result came from the Hepburn bill. The Republic of 
Nicaragua had granted various concessions to private individuals 
and companies affecting the constructing of a canal over the Nica- 
ragua route. The Hepburn bill, as reported by our committee, 
was a notice to that Republic that this country would not deal with 
these private interests, but would only deal with the Republic of 
Nicaragua itself in regard to the construction of the proposed 
canal. Under the sunlight of the Hepburn bill the miasma of 
difficulties affecting the construction of the canal were rapidly 
dissipated and disappeared. 

In the Fifty-sixth Congress the Hepburn bill was again reported 
favorably by our committee and was passed by the House with 
an overwhelming vote. Consideration of it was defeated in the 
Senate in that Congress by those who were disposed to be the 
enemies of any canal legislation. 

At the first meeting of our Commerce Committee of the Fifty- 
seventh Congress in December last the Hepburn bill was ordered 
reported favorably. Our committee had determined to force 
the fighting. We proposed to begin the campaign early. The 
Hepburn bill provided for the Nicaragua route, but the question 


7440 


of a route was not the all-important question. We could not 





have reported in favor of any other route. The Panama route | 
| will not betray our promise. I have devoted myself tothe subject 


was not available. Many of the members of that committee, 
including myself, had been very favorably impressed with the 


advantages of the Panama route in the hearings which had been | 


had before our committee. But the Panama people were hold- 
ing back. They had refused to make a proposition to the Isth- 
mian Canal Commission; they had refused to make any figures 
at which they would sell the Panama Canal assets; in other words, 
they thought that this Government would in the end be com- 
pelled to buy them out and would have to pay their price. The 
only way to force even a proposition out of the Panama people 
was to proceed with the bill in regard to the Nicaragua route. 
The enemies of any canal legislation were shouting for the 
Panama route. 

Let me not be misunderstood. Many of those favoring the 
Panama route favored it from motives of pure sincerity. All 
who favored the Panama route were not against canal legisla- 
tion, but I think all who were against any canal legislation were 
then favoring the Panama route. They believed the obstacles 
there could not be overcome. The Panama people could not be 
persuaded to make any proposition to sell until after the Hep- 
burn bill had been reported out by our committee in December 
last, and had been made a special order for consideration in the 
House. Then the Panama people discovered that they were try- 
ing a ‘* bluff’’ game which might not work. The results which fol- 
lowed are too well known to spend time upon. The House passed 
the Nicaragua route. The Panama people made its proposition 
to sell to the Government for $40,000,000. They sent here their 
attorneys and their agents, and commenced a propaganda to per- 
suade Congress to favor the route and to buy their canal. They 
have succeeded. I confess I do not know whether their success 
is due to the fact that they have the better route or to the fact that 
they had a skilled lobby and made some powerful friends in this 
country with wide influence. 

As I stated in my remarks in this House in January last. I do 
not think anyone can tell which is the better route. I would not 
give a fig for the opinion of the Isthmian Canal Commission upon 
this subject. A commission which reports one day in favor of the 
expenditure of nearly $200,000,000 on one route as the better place, 
and the next day reports in favor of another route as the better 
place, is evidently so nearly even balanced in mind upon the sub- 
ject that its conclusion in favor of one or the other is of little 
importance. 

I do not share with some of our friends the opinion that the 
New Panama Canal Company will be unable to make a perfect 
title in selling the Panama route to this Government. Under the 
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bill which is now to become a law the Panana Canal route is | 


worth $40,000,000 to sell to this country. It is possible that if it 


were not sold to this country it might be worth as. much as | 
I think the House should rise to the occasion now and disappoint 


$4,000,000 to entice some money out of gullible people in France, 
but it is quite certain that except for these two purposes it is not 
worth 40 cents. The rights and plant of the New Panama Canal 
Company to-day on the Isthmus of Panama are not an asset; they 
are a liability. They are not a source of income; they are a source 
of expen 
or to use in swindling people in France. There is no possibility 
of the Panama Canal Company ever being able to finish the canal. 
I take it, then, that there will be no loss of time on the part of 
the New Panama Canal Company obtaining, if it does not now 
have it, a perfect title, which it can sell and deliver to the United 
States. They will not miss this opportunity. If necessary, the 
courts of France and the Government of France itself will be 
brought into play. 

If we adopt the Panama route, it is probable that the work 
which has already been done there may be worth as much as 
$20.000,000. Itis not worth the $40,000,000 which we propose to 
pay, and if the Isthmian Canal Commission had not put the figure 
at $40,000,000 we would probably buy the rights of the Panama 
Company at a figure somewhat near their real value or about 
$20,000,000. 

Mr. Speaker, under the leadership of Colonel HEPBURN this 
House has forced the fighting in regard to canal legislation. The 
enemy has consented to surrender upon terms. We might have 
said nothing but unconditional surrender and carried the fight 
into the next Congress and have won it. But it seemed better to 
offer terms to the enemy, and where there was no particular choice 
on our part between the Nicaragua route and the Panama route, 
to accept the Panama route if that would be more pleasing to the 
pride of those who were opposed to us. Under the bill which 
this conference report proposes the President will be authorized 
to commence the actual construction of a canal within a reason- 
able time. 

It is true that a treaty must yet be negotiated with the country 
through which the canal runs, and that treaty must be ratified 
by the Senate, but this bill when enacted into law creates a dis- 
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tinct obligation on the part of our Government to proceed with 
the work of constructing the canal. We plight our faith: we 


of canal legislation during three terms of Congress. I havestood 
with my best endeavors by the side of my leader, the chairman 
of our committee. 

Mr. Speaker, I say again, in closing, that when a canal shall 
have been finally constructed that over the entrance to it from 
the Atlantic side should be inscribed on a monument of marble 
the following words: ‘‘ This great work is due to the persistency 


| and statesmanship of Senator Joun T. MorGAN of Alabama and 


to the sagacity and genius of Representative WILLIAM P. Hep- 
BURN of Iowa.’’ [Loud and continued applause. | 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SuLZER]. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I am now, always have been, and 
always will be in favor of an isthmian canal connecting the Atlan- 
tic with the Pacific Ocean. It will be for the lasting benefit and 


| to the great advantage of this Government in a larger degree than 


any other national improvement that can at present be under- 
taken. Heretofore, during all the time I have been in Congress, 
I have consistently voted for and advocated, time and time again, 
the building of the Nicaragua Canal, to be owned and constructed 
by the United States Government. 

At the present time, Mr. Speaker, we are confronted with this 
situation: We must accept the Senate amendment for the Panama 
Canal, or have no canal at all perhaps for years tocome. Under 
all the circumstances therefore, I am willing to vote for the 
Panama route. Inother words, Iam now in favor of the Panama 
route rather than have no canal. Under the terms of the Senate 
amendment to the House bill if the Government of the United 
States can not get a good, legal, and valid title to the Panama 
route, then the Nicaraguan route will and must be selected, I 
believe now, and have always believed, the Nicaragua route is 
much preferable to and has many advantages over the Panama 
route, and that ultimately the Nicaragua route will be selected, 
because I do not believe at the present time, from all I can learn, 
that agood and valid title can be acquired to the Panama route, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, when such distinguished and able states- 
men as Senator MorGAN, of Alabama, and the gentleman from 
Iowa |Mr. HEPBURN] are willing to subordinate their judgment 
on this matter and accept the Senate amendment I am willing to 
follow and vote with them. And I say great commendation is 
due the distinguished gentleman from lowa for his efforts and his 
indefatigable work in favor of an isthmian canal, and I hope his 
motion to concur in the Senate amendment in accordance with 
the agreement of the conferees will be unanimously adopted. 
When the Senate passed the Panama amendment, in my opinion, 
it did not believe the House would ever accept it, and that the 
consequence would be no canal legislation during this Congress. 


the expectations of those who do not want a canal at all. Let us 
call the bluff of the enemies of an isthmian canal. [Applause.| 
Mr. HEPBURN. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 


| Minnesota [Mr. FLETCHER]. 


‘The only value they have is to be sold to this country | 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, it is well known to the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce that 


| [have at no time agreed with them on the project of the Nica- 


ragua Canal; but to my mind the solution of this question must 
now be acted upon. I wish they had taken a little more pains in 
looking over what is known as the Darien route. What I contend 
is that a sea-level canal is more to be sought, if we are to havea 
canal, than any other. For that reason I have not seen fit to co- 
operate with the committee in recommending the Nicaragua 
route. But as it has come down to this point, and there is a uni- 
versal sentiment throughout the land for a canal of some kind, 
and as this seems to be the only opportunity that we will have o! 
getting a canal, I yield my judgment to that of greater and ablet 
men who have given the matter more thought and consideration 
than I have, and I shall vote for and support the proposition for 
the Panama Canal. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remain- 
ing? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twelve minutes remain- 
ing. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield three minutes to my colleague on the 
committee [Mr. ADAMSON]. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, under the leadership of our 
great and noble chairman, the distinguished gentleman [rom 
lowa {Mr. Hersurn] [applause], our Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce has labored long and faithfully in the in- 
terest of legislation to secure an interoceanic canal. After con- 
scientious investigation, including the examination of the officials 
of the Panama Company on oath, we reached the conclusion that 
the Nicaragua route offered the best opportunities for our coun 
try and presented the most feasible and advantageous propos! (100. 
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Ve > alls 0 recognized that as more desirable because it would be 
er our border and make a closer connection between the At- 
ntic and Gulf ports and our Pacific coast cities, giving us a 

nestic canal. 
How rover , Lam not dogmatic enough, even when sustained and 
ed ue the cooperation of my colleagues on the committee, 


et = my judgment in opposition to that of all the great and 


| me - in the couniry who profess to desire canal legislation | 


pr 

1 ‘hone that if the title be found good, the Panama route 

vy prove desirable and feasible. If there are those who expect 

+ the enactment of the Spooner amendment will result in de- 
ing all canal legislation, and compassed its adoption in hope 
eating confusion and preventing legislation, I believe they 
ill be disappointed. In fact, they expected that we would re- 
ct the amendment and make ourselves chargeable with pre- 
nting legislation. It was a monumental bluff, and they are 
ich more discomfited by our acceptance of the amendment 
in we are in its compulsory adoption. If they hope to succeed 
this game by haggling and delaying the President by quibbles 


refer the Panama route. I hope we may have been mis- | 


| a little more expensive, and that should not control ina great 


dcomplications tending to confuse, delay, and finally defeat | 


m, they will be doomed to failure. I do not believe the 
sident will allow them to trifle with him at all, but in such a | 


he would cut the Gordian knot and order the Nicaragua 
nal commenced at once. I expect such tactics to be under- 
ken, and I rely upon the President to frustrate them. 

In voting for this conference report I yield my judgment to 
of my colleagues as honest as myse If and more able than I 
ver hope to be. Butinso doing I do not surrender as one 
has no hope. I not only expect a canal, but I prophesy that 

ll get the Nicaragua Canal. [Applause. ] 

HEI PI rh ae I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 

is i [Mr. WILLIAMS}. 

ir. W ILL LIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, it is hope de- 

rred that maketh the heart sick. I do not believe that the 
nof the House to-day is going to resultin the constructi on of 

lat Panama. I do believe, however, that the action of the 
» to-day will result finally in getting rid of the Panama en- 
ement. 

| had not thought to say a word upon this subject, but I would 
like the country to understand that the gentleman from Ohio 

Mr. Burton] is right when he takes it for granted that the 

ise Will vote for this conference because they believe the Pan- 
ute to be the best. I believe two-thirds of it think the 
rua route preferable, even though we shall vote for the 
ence report. 

Mr. Speaker, if I had my way I would give $500,000,000 to put 

interoceanic canal at Nicaragua rather than to put one at 
uma for $25,000. Every reason— -geographical, military, and 
mercial—leads me to that belief. A ship leaving New Or- 
and going to San Francisco will require three days more 

by Panama than by Nicaragua. To what absolute insig- 

e then does the first cost sink, when we consider the com- 

al expenses, the increased freights required by increased 
ce, running not for awhile, but for all time, if we put this 

nal at the wrong place. I would rather have a canal at Nica- 
gua for half a billion dollars—speaking for the people of the 
ssissippi Valley and the Gulf coast—than to have one at Pan- 
or $25,000; and yet I would rather have a canal at Panama 

in to have no canal at all. And as this entanglement has been 
ht about, and as I believe that if this action will not result 
‘onstruction of a canal before the election and assemblage 

he Fifty-eighth Congress, the Fifty-cighth Congress will be- 
disgusted with the delay and further postponement, and 
take up the matter and rush through a Nicaragua Canal 

{ that the people will require the Senate to see that it is 

| through, I am willing to vote for this action to-day. 


1] pI 


uld, of course, rather have the Panama Canalthan to have | 


It is of a great deal more ne to get rid of the im- 


Ciotene ce around Cape Horn than to get rid of the differ- | 


f dista -e between the routes by Panamaand by Nicaragua. 


en you consider that three days in a trip from New Or- | 


to San Francisco means six days’ lossin the round trip, and 
means not only a difference of distance and of cost for each 
5 a a difference in the number of trips that can be had 

', interfering not only with the cheapness of transporta- 


me of trade in the number of trips, it seems that the original 
involved in the two schemes makes no difference. 
nk that there is but one possibility under which the Panama 


ight to be a rival of the Nicaragua Canal in the estima- 
n of 


+ 4} 


in t with the rapidity of the transportation, and with the | 


{ the American people, and that is upon the supposition | 
the canal at Panama were a dead sea- level canal, as De Les- | 


riginally intended. Now, a dead sea-level canal can be | 


at Panama, but it will require a vast amount of money, 
aps a billion of dollars, to do it. It will require a great deal ! 
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of money. It is an engineering possibility, as De Lesseps said, 
That was the sort of canal for that place. If we are to havea 
dead sea-level canal, then the saving in time and expense in ready 
passage through such a canal there would do much to make up for 
the loss of distance and time and money on the shore voyage. 

Mr. HEPBURN. LIyield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I have a very strong conviction 
that the Nicaragua route is the proper one for this country. I 
have always favored it and still favorit. It seems to me that all 
of the arguments are in favor of that route except perhaps it is 
public work like this. I regret with all my heart that the ques- 
tion now presented to us concedes at least the temporary, if not 
permanent—and I fear the permanent—loss of the proper route 
for an American canal connecting the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 

I deeply regret that this proposition comes in a way that we 

in not insist and, if necessary, adhere to the original position 
taken by the House. I would gladly join in voting down this 
report if the friends of Nicaragua on the conference would make 
further fight or could offer any hope that the Senate would agree 
to that route. 

I wish that my friend the gentleman from Iowa, who has so 
ably led in this contest for that route and who has charge of this 
report, had at least given the House, under his leadership, an 
opportunity to again declare its belief in th e route we want and 
the route he says he wants. Yet I must acco ord to him mane ty of 
purpose when he says that this re port is the best that can be had 
at this time, and that he thinks it ought to be adopted by this 
ee 

t I believe it is the monumental blunder for this Republican 
Congress to substitute the Panama for the Nicaragua —_ So 
far as I am concerned, I want it distinctly understood that I do 
not vote for this report because I prefer the Panama route to the 
Nicaragua route. I vote for it under protest and because I am 
assured by our conferees that nothing else can be secured by this 
Congress, in their judgment, for I prefer a canal by the Panama 


route tonocanal. I will therefore follow the distinguished gen- 
tlemen from Alabama and from Iowa and vote for the report, 
believing that it is the Panama route or nothing as the matter i 


now presented. The country understands why and how in this 
contest over routes the Panama has triumphed, and the people 

will oe sponsib ility where it belongs. They will understand 
why we have as thi ght why we have to negotiat ra 
quetdiunakie title to an ‘route when we can now get a per- 

ct title to a rout , that our people have demanded for years. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. HEPBURN. I now ask for the previous question on 
agreeing to the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa demands the pre- 
vious question on his motion. 

The question was taken; and the previous question was o 
dered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agrecing to the repo1 

Mr. BURTON. On that I call for the yeas and nays. [Cries 

2 No.’’] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. BURTON. I think we ought to have a record vote on 
this. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 











The questio n was taken; and th re we yeas 260, nays 8, 
answered “ present ’’ 3, not voting 80; as follows: 
YEAS—2 
Adams, Bur! n, 
Adamson, Burnet 5 
Alexander, Burton, 
Allen, vey Butler, Pa. 
Aplit Calderhead, 
abecock Caldwell, 
Cand) 
Can! a 
Cap! 
( 
Ca g m, 
Clark, 
Clayt 
Cox i f 
ur Conner, i Hé 
Bo ute oll, Conry, ] e 
| Bowersock, Coembs, I Hedg 
Bowie, Cooper, , Tex. i He 
Brantley, Ce asi n Fil ; He 
Breazeale, Cowherd, Foerderer, Hey 
i ( Foss, Hi 
( E Foster, Tl. Hi 
mn, ( Foster, Vt. H 
Brownlow, ( Fowler, « He lliday, 
Brundidge, Cushman, Fox, Hooke 
Burgess, Dalzell, Gaines, Tenn. Hopkins, 
Burk, Pa. Darragh, Gaines, WwW. Va. Howard, 
| Bur) ke, S. Dak. Davey, La. Gardner , Mich, Howeil, 
Burleigh, Davidson, Gibson, Hughes, 
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Jack, 
Jackson 
Jenkins, 
Johnson, 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn, 

Kehoe. 

Kern, 

Ketcham 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Kle berg, 

Kluttz, 

Knapp, 

Knox, 

Kyle, 

Lacey, 

Lamb, 

Landis, 

Lanham, 


Lessler, 


Mad. 


Lester, 
Lewis, Ga 
Lewis, Pa 


Lindsay, 
Little 
Littlefield, 


Livingston, 
Lioyd 
Long, 


Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
McCall, 

Met ‘leary, 
McClellan, 
McDermott, 
McLachlan, 


Ball 
Bell, 


Tex. 


Morris, 


Acheson, 
Allen, Me. 
Bartholdt, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Benton, 
Blakeney, 
30reing, 
Bristow, 
Broussard, 
Bull, 
Burkett. 
Butler, Mo. 
Connell, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Wis 
Corlirs 
Cromer, 
Crowley, 


Dahle, 


McRae, 
Maddox, 
Mahon, 
Mann, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Mercer, 
Metcalf. 
Meyer, La. 
Mickey, 
Miers, Ind. 
Miller, 
Minor, 
Mondell, 
Moody, N.C. 
Moody, Oreg. 
Moon, 
Morgan, 
Morrell, 

Me 88, 

Mudd, 
Mutchler, 
Naphen, 
Needham, 
Nevin, 
Newlands, 
Norton, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Padgett, 
Palmer, 
Parker, 
Patterson, Pa. 
Patterson. Tenn. 
Payne, 
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Pearre, 
Pierce, 

Pou, 

Powers, Me. 
Powers, Mass. 
Prince, 
Pugsley, 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Ray. N. Y. 
Reeder, 
Rhea, Va. 
Richardson, Ala. 
Richardson, Tenn 
Rixey, 

20bb, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Rumple, 
Ruppert, 
Ryan, 
Schirm, 
Scott, 
Shafroth, 
Shattuc, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 

Sims, 
Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, M1. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Kv. 
Smith, 8S. W. 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Southard, 


NAYS- 8. 


Hay, 
Jones, Va. 


ANSWERED 
Shackleford, 


Kitchin, Claude 
Loud, 


“PRESENT "—3. 


Wright. 


NOT VOTING—80. 


De Graffenreid, 
Driscoll, 
Edwards, 
Elliott, 
Emerson, 
Fordney, 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gilbert, 

Gill, 

Gooch, 

Green, Pa. 
Hall, 

Haugen, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hull, 
Irwin, 
Jackson, 
Jett, 
Joy, 


Kans. 


Lassiter, 
Latimer, 
Lawrence, 
Lever, 
Littauer, 
McAndrews, 
McCulloch, 
McLain, 
Mahoney, 
Maynard, 
Perkins, 
Reeves, 

Reid, 

Roberts, 
Robertson. La. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Rucker, 
Russell, 
Scarborough, 
Selby, 


So the conference report was agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced: 
For the session: 


Mr. 
Mr. 







h Mr. SHACKLEF‘ 


DayTon with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. 
YOUNG with Mr. BENTON. 


RD. 


Mr. Pov. 


Mr. Bur. with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. WriGuatT with Mr. Hatt. 

Mr. BoREING with Mr. TRIMBLE. 

Mr. Irwin with Mr. Goocu. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. SSELDEN with Mr. Rein. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT wi 

Mr. HAUGEN with Mr. LEVER. 

Mr. Coruiss with Mr. Dr GRAFFENREID. 
Mr. Foster of Vermont with 

Mr. SXILEes with Mr. Taser 

Mr. ForDNEY with Mr. BURGESss. 

Mr. DriscoL. with Mr. RoBINSON 

Mr. Morris with Mr. Jackson of Kansas. 
Mr. EMrrson with Mr. GILBERT. 


For this day: 


Mr. Si 


LLOWAY with Mr. SELBY. 

>, ROBERTS with Mr. MAHONEY. 

* Tuomas of Iowa with Mr. SPARKMAN, 
WACHTER with Mr. WHITE. 

. PERKINS with Mr. McLarn. 

MILLerR with Mr. McCuLuocs. 

LITTAUER with Mr. LATIMER. 

*, LAWRENCE with Mr. LASSITER. 

. HULL with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

GILL with Mr. MAYNARD. 

GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. ELLIorTT. 

CROMER with Mr. EDWARDs. 

Bristow with Mr. Coongy. 

DAHLE with Mr. BuTLER of Missouri. 

ALLEN of Maine with Mr. Brovssarp. 


Southwick, 
Sperry, 

Stark, 

Steele, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 

Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer. 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thompson, 
Tirrell. 
Tongue, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 

Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
Wheeler, 
Wiley, 
Williams, Tl. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, 
Wooten, 
Zenor. 


Neville, 
Woods. 


Shallenberger, 
Shelden, 
Sheppard, 
Sherman, 
Skiles, 

Smith, H. C. 


Smith, Wm. Alden 


Sparkman, 
Spight, 

Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Taibert, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Trimble, 
Wachter, 
Weeks, 

White, 

Young. 


of Nebraska. 


| 
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Mr. ACHESON with Mr. BELLAMY. 

Mr. Henry C. Sito with Mr. McANDREWs, 

Mr. CoNNELL with Mr. Henry of Mississippi. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. SCARBOROUGH, 

Mr. Joy with Mr, RUCKER. 

Mr. RussELL with Mr. RosBertson of Louisiana. 

Mr. Wm. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. Jerr. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. BELMONT. 

Mr. BLAKENEY with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BuRKETT with Mr. SHALLENBERGER, for ten days, 

Mr. WEEKS with Mr. SHEPPARD, for two weeks. 

CONFERENCE REPORTS ON PENSION BILLS, 

Mr. BROMWELL submitted reports of committees of confer- 
ence in the following cases; which, in accordance with the rule. 
were ordered to be printed in the RecorD, with the accompany- 
ing statements of the House conferees: : 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill 8. 5556, ‘‘ An act granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth A. Turner,”’ having met, after full and free confer 


| ence have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 


as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


House, and agree to the same. 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER., 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
J. H. BROMWELL, 
Managers on the part of the Ho 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
J. C. PRITCHARD, 
Managers on the part of the Senat 


The statement is as follows: 


| Statement to accompany conference report on disagreeing votes of the House 


and Senate on Senate bill 5856, granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
A. Turner. 

This bill originally passed the Senate at $16 per month, but was amended 
The result of the conference is that the Sen 


| ate recedes from its disagreement to the amendment of the House and agrees 


to the same, and your conferees recommend that the bill pass at $12 pe: 
month, as it originally passed the House. 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON 
J.H. BROMWELL. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two House 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 3320), granting an increas 
of | Adelaide G. Hatch, having met, after full and free cor 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respectiv 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment. 

H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
J.H. BROMWELL, 
Managers on the part of the Ho 
WM. J. DEBOE, 
J.R. BURTON, 
Managers on the part of the Senat 


nsion to 


The statement is as follows: 

Statement to accompany conference report on disagreeing votes of the House 
and Senate on Senate bill 3320, granting an increase of pension to Adelaide 
G. Hatch. 

This bill originally passed the Senate at 
in the House to $20 per month. The result of the conference is that th 1 
recedes from its amendment, and your conferees recommend that the ! 
pass at $30 per month, as it originally passed the Senate, a 

H. C. LOUDENSLAGE! 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON 
J. H. BROMWELL. 


$30 per month, but was amended 
H ae 





The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two House 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1225) granting an increas 
yension to Clara W. McNair, having met, after full and free confere: 
ie » agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective House 


| as follows: 


} 
| 
| 


Statement to accompany conference report on disagreeing votes 0! 


i 
i 


| in the 








That the House recede from its amendment. 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, _ 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
J.H. BROMWELL, z 
Managers on the part of the fi 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
WM. J. DEBOE, 


Managers on the part of the 


S 


The statement is as follows: 
House and Senate on Senate bill 1225, granting an increase of pension t 
Clara W. McNair. 
This bill originally passed the Senate at $50 per month, but was am: 
House to $40 per month. The result of the conferenc Pu 
House recedes from its amendment, and your conferees recommend that t 
bill pass at $50 per month, as it originally passed the Senate. a 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGEL 
J.H. BROMWELL, 
WILLIAM RICHARDS 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 5506) granting an increa 
pension to Clayton P. Van Houten, having met, after full and free confere! 
lave agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Dol» 
as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment and agree to an amencam" 
as follows: After the word “receiving,” in line 9, add the following: “/'" 
vided, That at the expiration of two years after the passage of t/s 4 





1902. 


ton P. Van Houten be then living, a medical examination 
shall be ordered, and the rate of pension allowed by this act shall be subject 
to change to accord with the degree of disability then existing;’’ and the 


Senate agree to the same, 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
J.H. BROMWELL, 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
P. J. McCUMBER, 
N. B. SCOTT, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement is as follows; 
Statement to accompany conference report on disagreeing votes of the House 
and Senate on Senate bill 5506, granting an increase of pension to Clayton 
Pp. Van Houten. 
This bill originally passed the Senate at $50 per month, but was amended 


in the House to $30per month. The result of the conference is that the House 
recedes from its amendment, and the conferees agree toan amendment as 
follows: ~~ io tae ; ‘ 

After the word “receiving,” in line 9, add the following: ‘Provided That 
at the expiration of two years after the passage of this act, if the said Clay- 


ton P. Van Houten be then living, a medical examination shall be ordered, 
and the rate of pension allowed by this act shall be subject to change to a¢- 
cord with the degree of disability then seine 
And your conferees recommend that the bill pass as so amended. 
. ©. LOUDENSLAGER. 
J. H. BROMWELL. 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT OF PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


The Mouse, in accordance with its standing order, again resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. 
GILLETT Of Massachusetts in the chair), and resumed the consid- 
eration of Senate bill No, 2295. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 16. That all lands acquired under authority of section 15 of this act 
shall constitute a part and portion of the —— property of the government 
of the Philippine Islands, and may be held, granted, sold, and conveyed by 
the government of said islands on such terms and conditions as it may pre- 
scribe: Provided, That actual settlers and occupants at the time said lands 
are acquired by the government shall have the preference over all others to 
purchase or otherwise acquire their holdings within such reasonable time as 
may be determined by said government. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by 
striking out all after the word ‘‘islands,’’ line 17, down to and 
including the word ‘‘ government,’’ in line 23, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following: 

And shall only be granted, sold, and conveyed to actual settlers and oc- 
cupants at the time said lands are acquired by the government, not exceed- 
ing 40 hectares to any one person, and on such terms and conditions as it 
may prescribe. 

The amendment of Mr. Jonrs of Virginia was read by the 
Clerk. 


Mr. JONES of Virginia. The section to which this amend- 


ment is offered provides that the friar lands shall constitute a | 
part and portion of the public property of the government of the | 


Philippine Islands, and may be held, granted, sold, and conveyed | 


by the government of said islands on such terms and conditions 
as it may prescribe, provided that actual settlers and occupants 


at the time said lands are acquired by the government shall have | 


their holdings within such reasonable time as may be determined | 


by said government. 


Now, this section as it stands will enable corporations, the or- | ; 
| Territory; 


ganization of which is provided for in this bill, to acquire these 
friars’ lands. 
ecupied and in the possession of individuals I do not know. I 
presume that a large portion of this land is so held. Some of it 
is timber and grazing land—just how much I do not know. 


( 
7 


The preference given to actual occupants and settlers really | 


amounts to little or nothing. very s at , ; os 7 : 7 
' 8 to little or nothing. Everybody knows that many of | Treasury Department to audit and certify claims of cervain coun- 


the occupants of this land are to-day in impoverished circum- 
stances. It is a fact that many of the tenants have not been able 
fora long time to pay any rent for theselands. Now, what avail to 
them will it be to give them the opportunity to purchase this land 
in preference to anybody else within a certain time if they have not 
the means with which to purchase it? If the section is adopted 
as it stands, it will result in these occupants being dispossessed 
of their holdings; it will result in this land, which has already 
created so much trouble in the islands by reason of the fact that 
it is held by religious orders, going into the hands of large cor- 
porations; and instead of removing the friction and dissatisfac- 
hon and trouble that exist in the islands to-day on account of 
this land being held by religious orders, it will simply aggravate 
this bad feeling. The corporations which it is intended shall ac- 
quire these lands will not 
than are the friars. 

Now, as I have said, the present occupants are not able to buy 
these lands. And why give them the option to buy if it be con- 
ceded —as it must be—that they are not able to buy? The result 
will be that the lands will become a part of the public lands of 
the islands, and will be disposed of as this bill proposes that those 
public lands shall be disposed of. By far the greater part of these 
ands are agricultural lands, and as such may, under the provi- 


Just what proportion of these friars’ lands are now | : 
_ F ~"; | among the blind; 


in better favor with the inhabitants | 
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sions of this most unjust bill, be purchased and held in 5,000-acre 
tracts by corporations. 

My proposition is that this land shall be sold only to actual 
occupants and settlers, and that no person shall be permitted to 
obtain more than 40 hectares, or about 100 acres, the terms and 
conditions of such sale to be prescribed by the Commission. I 
hope the amendment may be adopted. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. Cocuran, Mr. SuuzErR, and Mr. CRUMPACKER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels obliged to recognize the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER], representing the 
committee. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Igive notice that I desire to offer a substitute. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. CaPprRoN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore. a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate 
had agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 3110) to provide for the construction of 
a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 3519. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Marble; and 

H. R. 11019. An act directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
bestow medals upon First Lieut. David H. Jarvis, Second Lieut. 
Ellsworth P. Bertholf, and Samuel J. Call, surgeon, all of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

S. 1468. An act for the relief of Henry Bash; 

S. 1156. An act for the relief of John C. Ray, assignee of John 
Gafford, of Arkansas; 

S. 251. An act regulating the duties and fixing the compensa- 


| tion of customs inspectors at the port of New York; 


S. 4083. Anact for the relief of Surg. John F. Bransford, United 
States Navy; 
S. 6250. An act to regulate the use by the public of reservoir 


| sites located upon the public lands of the United States; 


S. 6232. An act for the relief of I. I. Barber; 
S. 6123. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas L. 


| Collins: 


S. 6023. An act for the relief of John Scott: 

S. 5531. An act for the relief of James F. McIndoe; 

S. 4986. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to receive ar- 
rearages of taxes due the District of Columbia to July 1, 1900, at 
6 per cent per annum, in lieu of penalties and costs,’’ approved 


| February 15, 1902; 


S. 4722. An act forthe erection of a building for the use and 


1 . < 4 j 20 ati par > Ag wt ge "es 
the preference over all others to purchase or otherwise acquire | accommodation of the Department of Agriculture 


S. 3248. An act to establish a fish hatchery and fish station in 
the State of Maryland; 
S. 2865. An act for the protection of fish and game in the Indian 


S. 2644. An act to promote the circulation of reading matter 


S. 2342. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of 
George W. Curtis, deceased; 

S. 1668. An act for the relief of Custis Parke Upshur; 

S. R. 97. Joint resolution to authorize certain officers of the 


ties in Arizona; 

S. 4611. An act to authorize the West Elizabeth and Dravos- 
burg Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge across 
the Monongahela River in the State of Pennsylvania; and 

S. R. 120. Joint resolution providing for the removal of shoal 
in North River, New York Harbor. 

PHILIPPINE GOVERNMENT. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Iask unanimous consent that the pend- 
ing amendment be again reported in order that we may under- 
stand it. 

The amendment of Mr. Jongs of Virginia was again read. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me a few 
words will easily overthrow the argument of the gentleman who 
proposes this amendment. There are now over 400,000 acres of 
what are known as the friar lands, and the arable portion of those 
lands, the agricultural lands, are occupied in a large degree by 
tenants who have paid rent for several years. Perhaps some of 


| them may assert an equitable right in the property which they 
occupy. 

Now, if the sale and disposition of these lands shall be limited 
to the actual occupants of the lands at the present time and the 
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quantity shall be confined to 40 hectares each, not one-tenth part 
of the friar lands can be disposed of, because there are not enough 


occupant 
of the lands in the controvs rsy. 
Mr. JONES of Virginia. 
entleman a question. 
part is occupied and what part is not occupied, but is not my 
friend aware of the fact that the Senate bill, which the bill of the 
committee seeks to amend, does not provide forthe disposition of 








s on the land at 40 hectares each to occupy one-tenth part | 
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Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
I do not know how that is, as to what | 
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following: ‘that not more than 60 hectares of said land shall be acquired by 
any one person;”’ and after the word “holding,” in line 22, insert the follow- 
ing: ‘‘not exceeding 60 hectares in area.” 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, the section as amended by 
this proposed substitute would read as follows: ; 
That all lands aagebeet under the authority of section 15 of this act shall 
constitute a part and portion of the public property of the government 


ra 
OL 


| the Philippine Islands, and may be held, granted, sold, and conveyed to ac. 


tual settlers only, by the government of said islands, on such terms and con 
ditions as it may prescribe: Previded, That not more than 60 hectares of said 
land shall be acquired by any one purchaser and that the actual settlers and 


| occupants at the time said lands are acquired by the government shall have 


| in this manner. 


‘ER. The Senate bill does not provide for the | 
nof any public lands. They are held in abeyance and 
ne material weakness about the Senate bill which we 
CHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 

tleman a question 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

RUMPACKER. Iprefer not to yield now. We believe 
lic domain ought to be utilized at once for the bene- 
in order to permit a proper development of the 
i . Now, the friar lands constitute something over 400,000 
acres. A considerable portion of that, perhaps three-fourths of 
it, is farm lands, and we have vested the power in the Philippine 
Commission, giving the preference to actual occupants and set- 
tlers, to pose of it upon such terms as they may provide, and 
if ti ll be any occupant who is in a condition of poverty, 
who has any equitable claim to any portion of the land, the 
Commission may provide that he may buy it and pay for it in 

one, two, three, four, five, or ten years. 


Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
n. Where does the gentleman find that ex- 
n to which he refers, the restriction on the 


tleman ¢ 
ception or limitati 
Commissioi 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. There is no restriction upon the Com- 

ission, excepting the proviso in the section that gives the pref- 
actual occupants and settlers, and which authorizes the 
sion to sell these lands upon such terms as they may deem 
<juitable; so that the Commission has the power to pro- 


questi 






tect the equitable and legal rights of every single occupant or 
( n need suffer on account of the administration of 
as deemed safer and wiser to vest this discretion 








in the Commission, who are on the ground, who may know the 

ul cond ns. than for Congress to undertake to make a law 

ith hard and fast lines, absolutely providing for the method of 
disposins these lands. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I would suggest to the gentleman that, as 
I understand it, in the island of Mindoro, there are 60,000 acres 
£ land unoccupied and undeveloped at this time, recently ac- 
quired, and in the Cagayan Valley 60,000 more. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes; as the gentleman from Michigan 
suggests, there is considerable land in some of the islands prac- 
t indeveloped and occupied now for grazing lands, and un- 


amendment there will be absolutely no power to dispose 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


‘HAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in order. 
r. 





OCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 

ment as a substitute for the pending amendment. 
Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. I 
uld like to know how the Chairman comes to make that ruling 
eafter time. Why can one not move to strike out the lasi 

word in this as in the sections of any other bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Because of the reading of the rule. There 
of course, always permitted an amendment to an amendment, 
but we are now considering this whole bill, which is an amend- 
ment, and only one amendment to that isin order. If a person 
moves to strike out the last word when no amendment is pending, 
it will be in order. When an amendment is pending it is not in 


order. Just now an amendment is pending. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point 
of order against the amendment submitted by the gentleman 
from Mi The substitute of the House is an amendment, 

ntleman from Virginia has properly offered an amend- 
amendment. Now, the gentleman from Missouri 
is in effect an amendment to an amendment to an 


1al 
ssourl, 
and the ge 
an 
what 
1endment. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


to 
4 


The gentleman from Missouri offers this 


us ubstitute to the amendment, not as an amendment to the 
amendment. There is some question whether that is permissible 
or not » Chair is inclined to rule that a substitute is ad- 





Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the 


} 





suvstitute. 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

On page 74, line 17, after the word “convey,” insert the following: “to 
actual settlers only; and after the word “ Provided,” in line 19, insert the 


| Mr. CRUMPACKER., 


the preference over all others to purchase, or otherwise acquire their hold. 
ings, not exceeding 60 hectares in area, within such reasonable time as may 
be determined by said government. . 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] says that it 
would be impossible to find purchasers for this land, subdivided 
He says there are not enough people in Luzon 
to occupy the agricultural islands of the country. And yet, at 
the beginning, when this Government was founded, when we had 
a public domain which we then thought would last for centuries, 
we saw fit to throw about it the protection of land laws, which 
from that day to this have limited to 160 acres, the amount that 
could be acquired by any one person at one time, by purchase or 
homestead entry. And I believe that the greatest misfortune 
that ever befell this people was when an acre or arod of that 
land was diverted from the purposes to which it was consecrated 
by this early enactment of the Republic. The gentleman says 
there are not enough people in Luzon to occupy theland. Luzon 
is as populous as Rhode Island. Every inch of arable land in the 
island of Luzon is under cultivation, or has been at some time, 
Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Iwillnot. Ihavenottime. When we were 
providing for our own people we limited acquisitions under entry, 
homestead or otherwise, to 160 acres. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Why does the gentleman—— 

Mr. COCHRAN. Ideclinetoyield. Youthoughtitnecessary, 
when this continent afforded land sufficient to accommodate a 
population of 400,000,000 people, to limit the entry to 160 acres, 
Now, you say you are trying to protect the Filipino. The amend- 
ment I propose gives him a standing in his own country in refer- 
ence to the land in his own islands precisely such as you have 
given to our own citizens with reference to our public lands. 

Mr. HAMILTON, Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Are you going to throw open the gates to 


speculators there when you would not throw open the gates to 
speculators here? Are you going to allow men who desire to es- 


tablish large plantations and great bonanza farms an opportunity 
in the Philippine Islands which you never have dared to give 
them here? Are you going to reject this amendment and then go 
home to your constituents and pretend that you sought to protect 
the Philippine lands which the Government is about to buy from 
the friars from the encroachment of speculators and bonanza 
farmers? When we buy an Indian reservation and throw it open 
to settlement, do we consider the fact that in this country there 











Le 
are vast unsetiled areas and say to the speculators and bonanza 
farmers that they may buy the Indian lands without limit? 


Vhen we took the measures lately to open up certain Indian 
lands in Oklahoma, did we not limit the amount that any « 
could acquire to 160 acres? 

This amendment seeks to impose the same limitation in the 
Philippine Islands. This amendment seeks to prevent land mo- 
nopoly there. It seeks to prevent the rich corporation and indi- 
vidual from taking possession of areas of land sufficient to support 
hundreds of families engaged in agriculture; and if you refuse 
it you do it with knowledge of the fact that the proportion of the 


10 


urban population of the Philippine Islands to the whole popula- 
tion is many times greater than the urban population of the 


United States. You do it with notice that nearly every man, 
woman, and child in the Philippines, outside of some of the large 
cities like Manila, is actually engaged in agriculture, and in no 
other business. and has no other means of subsistence. 
Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Chairman 
Mr. COCHRAN. I say tothe gentleman from Michigan that 
with five minutes at my disposal I will not yield. Furtherm 
I want the gentleman to understand that the deliberate vic! 





re 


tion 


of the rules of parliamentary proceeding so complacentiy tol- 
erated by the Chair when it proceeds from that side of the House 
and so summarily rebuked when it is attempted over here is an 


evidence of the unfairness and indecency of the proceedings of th! 
body which has disgusted the country. 

{Here the hammer fell. } . 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, there are about 400,000 acres ot 
these so-called friars’ lands. As to the public lands, there is 4 
provision further on in the bill limiting homesteads to 16 hectares, 
or about 40 acres, the idea being that in that tropical climate, 
with that rich soil, much of the land requiring irrigation, a 10- 
acre homestead is ample. But when the problem of handling the 
| 400,000 acres of the friars’ lands arose this bill I think has dealt 
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wisely with the question by leaving the whole matter of the 
purchase on the one hand and the disposition on the other with 
the Philippine government. There are no two of these localities 
that are situated alike. Some of the land is grazing land, some 
of it land that ought to be sold in very small tracts; and by giv- 
ing to the government of the islands a free hand to deal with and 
dispose of the friars’ lands on such terms as will meet the condi- 
tions there, I believe the committee have acted much more safely 
than if Congress had at this long range attempted to bind the 
local government hard and fast with fixed rules. 

Mr. PADGETT. Will the gentleman please explain why this 
pill limiting the grant to 40 acres only to an individual allows a 
grant of 5,000 acres to a corporation? 

Mr. LACEY. That will come further along, and, I presume, 
will be fully explained by the committee. In the limited time I 
will not have an opportunity to explain it now, but when the 
question as to the sugar lands or great coffee plantations is 
reached, then of necessity large plantations will be fully dis- 
cussed. The question is whether we shall give the local govern- 
ment the power of disposition of the lands. First, they aro 
authorized to buy and then to sell, and the purpose of sale is to 
get the money to pay the bonds. 
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They will be bought and trans- | 


ferred from the hands of the friars and left in the hands of the | 


actual settlers. 
local government, who are familiar with all the peculiar circum- 
stances surrounding each individual locality. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has expired. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent that I 
have three minutes. 


The best plan is to leave such matters with the | 


valid without the approval of Congress. 
approved by Congress before they are valid. 


point of no quorum. 


quorum is present, and the substitute is lost. 
the adoption of the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Virginia. 
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I think they should be 


r. COOPER of Wisconsin. But the gentleman will notice 


that the law requires that it shall also require the approval of 
the President. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I understand that. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute offered 


by the gentleman from Missouri. 


The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 


noes appeared to have it. 


Mr. CLARK. Division. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 28; noes 48. 

Mr. CLARK. I make the point of no quorum present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri raises the 
The Chair will count the members present. 
One hundred and eleven members present; a 
The question is on 


9g 


{After counting. ] 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, isan amendmenttothat amend- 


ment in order? 


The CHAIRMAN. An amendment to the amendment is not 


admissible. 


The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment of 


| Mr. JongEs of Virginia, and the chairman announced that the noes 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unan- | 


imous consent that he may address the committee for three min- 
utes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
men of the House to section 20, which provides for the general 
disposition of the public lands in the islands: 


t the government of the Philippine Islands, subject to the provisions 
act and except as herein provided, shall make rules and regulations 
sale or other disposition of the public lands of the United States in said 

but such rules and regulations shall not go into effect or have the 


is 





Congress at the next ensuing session after their submission, they shall at the 
eof such session have the force and effect of law in said islands, when 
y shall have received the approval of the President, as hereinbefore pro- 
vided 
Now, this is a provision to dispose of the public lands generally 
distinct from the friar lands. The friar lands are to-day practi- 
cally all occupied, and a great portion of it by settlers. We give 
those settlers the right of first choice to the lands. Their claims 
shall first be adjusted, and they shall have the first right to pur- 
chase. There is the distinction between the two bodies of land. 
Of course some of the friar lands are grazing lands, but there is 


friar lands occupied by settlers, and we give them the first right 
to purchase. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Just one minute in that connec- 


tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks that he | 
may be allowed to address the committee for one minute, Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 1 want to say, Mr. Chairman, 
that F would very much like to see that section referred to amended 
so as to require not only that the rules and regulations should be 
submitted to Congress for disapproval, but I think that it ought 

juire their approval by Congress. It is quite a different 

ng from submitting the rules and regulations to Congress and 

failure to approve them during that session and requiring 
Congress to act affirmatively and approve these regulations. 

‘ir. JONES of Virginia. Will my friend allow me to make 
le Suggestion? 

Mir. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 
Mr. JONES of Virginia. 


Ol 
Yes, sir. 
While there is that section in the bill 
pr 
lnay dispose of every single acre—about 68,000,000—before the 
ries are made, 

lr, WILLIAMS of Illinois. Before the rules are ever made? 

Mi JO NES of Virginia. Yes. 

_ Mir. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I was not on the subcommittee 


that prepared the bill; but it is the same provision as in the Sen- 
ate bill, and it simply allows these rules to take effect. unless 
C ‘s shall act affirmatively and disapprove them. If Con- 
sress takes no action at all, and by the Committee on Rules, or 


‘he Speaker, or a few members of the Senate action may be de- 
{ for one session, then these rules and regulations become 


day Ot 


of law until they have received the approval of the President, andthey | 
lso be submitted to Congress, and, unless disapproved or amended by | 


I call the attention of gentle- | 


appeared to have it, 


Mr. JONES of Virginia. Division. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 63. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 


ment, which I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out all after the word “island,” in line 17, and insert 
‘public lands, or the so-called lands of the friars purchased by the United 
States, shall be held in trust by the Philippine government for homesteads 


| and for native actual settlers 


. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, in my opinion, and I doubt not 
in the opinion of a great many thinking people of this country, 
this provision will be looked on as one of the most important in 


| this bill. 


| ernment in the Philippines at present. 
that distinction between -the general public-land provision and | 
the friar lands, and that is already there isa great deal of the | 





iding for these rules and regulations to be submitted to Con- | 
gress, the bill does provide a means by which the Commission | 





Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow mean interruption? 

Mr. SULZER. I have only a few minutes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Iwant to knowif the gentleman understands 
that under the provisions of this bill it is not proposed that the 
Government of the United States shall purchase the friars’ land? 

Mr. SULZER. Oh, yes; I understand the matter perhaps bet- 
ter than the gentleman from Minnesota. The Government of 
the United States has sent a commission to Rome to get consent 
that this Government may buy or settle the title to these lands, 

Mr. TAWNEY. The government of the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. SULZER. No; this Government. There is no other gov- 
I understand the provi- 
sions of section 16, and it is one of the most important sections in 
this bill. If you pass this section as it is now in this bill, and it 
becomes a law, a few men, a few favorites, a few corporations, 
can go into the Philippine Islands and get control of all of these 
friar lands after they become a part of the public domain of the 
Philippine Islands or the Philippine government. My informa- 
tion is that there are over 500,000 acres of these lands. Let us be 
honest about this matter. I want the Republicans to be fair, 
You say that you are friendly to the Filipinos; you want them to 
lay down their arms; you want them to make terms of peace; you 
want to put down the insurrection. I want you to be fair and 
say to the Filipinos: ‘‘ This is your land; God gave it to you, and 
the Government of the United States will not take it from you.”’ 
That is the way we should act; that is the way this House of Rep- 
resentatives ought to legislate. By this provision in the bill you 
can take the lands away from the natives and bestow them upon 
favorites and corporations, and these are the most valuable lands 
in the Philippines. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
for a moment? 

Mr.SULZER. I have only a few moments more. I would be 
glad to yield to any member if my time isextended. Ihaveonly 
a few minutes in all and it seems at the present stage of this dis- 
cussion it is difficult for a member on this side of the House even 


Will the gentleman yield to me 


| to get a few minutes. 


Mr. Chairman, I want this House to distinctly go on record 
in favor of giving the Filipinos their own lands, or in favor of 
taking their lands from them. If you vote for this provision as 
it now is in the bill, you take the Filipinos’ lands from them. If 
the House votes for the amendment I offer, the Filipino govern- 
ment can distribute these lands to the actual native settlers for 
homesteads. I believe we ought to give the Filipinos their own 
lands. These lands were taken from them by the strong arm of 
power and force over one hundred and fifty years ago. How 
° 





magnanimous it would be on the part of the American Congress 
if, in passing this law, it will say to the Filipinos: ‘‘ We do not in- 
tend to rob you; we are going to give you Back your lands which 
were taken from you years and years ago.’ 

Gentlemen on the Republican side, if you are honest, if you are 
sincere, and mean what you say in your speeches here day in 
and day out, you will vote in favor of this amendment I have 
offered, giving the Filipinos their own land for them to live on, 
for them to till and make a living from; give them their own land 
which God put there and intended they should have, and which 
they occupied long before the Spaniards ever went there, and 
which they are entitled to own to-day. Mr. Chairman, I trust 
this House will permit them to doso by adopting this amendment. 
Most of the troubles that have arisen in the history of the world 
have arisen by reason of a few men getting control of the land 
and keeping those who ought to have and own the land out of 
their rightful possession. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a few moments more 
to say just a few words. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Objection was made. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, there was one remark 
made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SULZER] which I 
should like to have more fully explained. I understood him to 


say that the Commission had been sent by the President of the | 


United States to consult with the Pope of Rome and get his con- 
sent to some arrangement proposed to be made about these lands, 
and that there was some instruction being given that would re- 
sult in depriving the Filipinos of their rights. 
has any information that is more definite than that of the public 
on this subject, I should be glad to have the opportunity to avail 
myself of that information. We know that the Commission, 
made up of the distinguished governor-general of the Philippines 
and the gentlemen associated with him, was authorized to call 
upon the Pope to inquiré of him, as I understand, what the claim 
of the Catholic Church is, what the claim of the oligarchy of that 
church is to the title of these so-called friar lands, and the view 
of that body as to the future disposition of said lands. 

Now, we all know that the 
poliey of 
and one which has certainly worked well in the United States— 
vests in the authorities of the church the lands and other property 
that belong tothe church for ecclesiastical purposes, whether 
that property be in the form of churches proper, or parsonages, 


or parochial school buildings, or whatever else it may be. ButI 
do not understand that the title of these lands which are called 


the friars’ lands is in any way on all fours with the title held by 
the Church of Rome in the United States to real estate which it 
occupies. 

Some testimony was given before the Committee on Ways and 
Means tending to show, not that there was any purpose on the 
part of this Government through the Philippine organization to 
seize, as the gentleman said, and take away from the Filipinos 
their lands. The term ‘their lands”’ is a very indefinite sort of 
4 term. 
It might mean lands belonging to some government in the Phil- 
ippine Islands. But a large, and, as I understand, a very large, 
proportion of what was public land owned by Spain in the Phil- 
ippine Islands passed by the treaty of Paris to the ownership of 
the United States, and, as I understand—and I am ready to be 
instructed on that point—the actual title—that is, the best title— 
to these’so-called friar lands is a matter of some uncertainty. 
They are claimed by the body known as the friars, but their title 
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If the gentleman | 
| and has made before, to amend an amendment to the House 


Catholic Church, in pursuance of a | 
its own—and which I think is a most admirable policy | 





JUNE 26, 


Mr. Gates of Tennessee rose. 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on the amendment. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I move to strike out the last word, 
The CHAIRMAN. That is not permissible. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I think the Chair has made some 
very mysterious rulings to-day on questions of parliamentary law, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I rise to a question of persona] 
privilege. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The Chair, it seems to me, has 
decided all sorts of ways as to when was the right time to discuss 
this bill, and particularly when gentlemen on this side were con- 
cerned. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is not in order. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Does the Chair mean that the amendment 
before the House must first be disposed of and then that my 
amendment will be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. -That is what the Chairmeans. The Chair 
stated early in the day, when probably the gentleman from New 
York and the gentleman from Tennessee were absent, and there- 
fore it may be well to state it again, that under the rules of the 
House this whole House bill is an amendment, and as parliamen- 
tary law allows only one amendment to an amendment, therefore 
there can be but one amendment pending to the House bill. Hence 
the proposition which the gentleman from Tennessee just made, 
bill 





is clearly out of order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The question is not so much as to 
my making an amendment, as I wanted to do several times to- 
day, but as to the right to discuss such an amendment when it is 
up. The discussion has all been on the other side of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And we have some rights on this 
side—particularly the right of free speech and debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of order. The Chair 
will state that on an amendment there is of course allowed five 





| minutes’ debate on each side, and no more, except by unanimous 


It might mean lands located in the Philippine Islands. | 


is a problem which I think my friend from New York will hardly | 


to solve. I have tried to look into this question and to 
understand it; and if there is any valid title to that land vested in 
the friars and that they can sell or dispose of, I am not able to as- 
certain that fact; yet for a long period of time they have insisted 
upon that title, and nobody has been found to dispute it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Is the gentleman aware that Gov- 
ernor Taft in his testimony said that the title of the friars was 
din law, and that they could, in his opinion, defend it success- 
fuily in court? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; I did not know that. I depended 
upon the statement made by Mr. Root before the Committee on 
Ways and Means, in which he said there was at least enough in 
their title to justify us in expending money to get rid of it. It 
seemed to me, therefore, that according to the statement of the 
Sk ary of War we must either deprive the friars of their title 
by force, in order to constitute the land the property of the Fili- 
pinos, and cut the land up for distribution under some homestead 
arrangem 
title of the friars and leave it to subsequent events to decide what 
shall be done with the lands, and I think gentlemen will not claim 
that there is any public title in the Filipinos to any of that land. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 


be able 


oro 
zo 


ret 


ent, or else we must by some negotiation get rid of the | 


consent. The Chair has followed this rnle—that when an amend- 
ment is offered, no matter on which side, it is of course an attack 
upon the bill which is being defended by the committee; and the 
Chair, therefore, has held that it is always but fair—and the Chair 
thinks the committee will agree with him—that when the bill 
is attacked, no matter upon which side, a member of the com- 
mittee should be next recognized to defend the bill. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And they have taken about all 
the time to-day over there on that side. 

The CHAIRMAN. That makes no difference upon which side 
the time is occupied. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, it does on this side, Mr. 
Chairman, with all due respect to the Chair’s honorable rulings. 
We think we are half the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of order, and has 


| been repeatedly. 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman,I desire to inquire whether 
one argument having been made in favor of the amendment a 
member of the committee may not be heard against it? 

The CHAIRMAN. There has been an argument in favor of it 
and one against it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
GROSVENOR]. 


I did not hear the argument against it. 
It was by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 


Mr. OLMSTED. I did not understand him to be speaking to 
the amendment at all. 
The CHAIRMAN. He occupied the time. Nobody raised the 


point of order that he was not speaking to the amendment. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I ask unat ne 18 
consent for one-half minute to reply to a suggestion made by the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks wnat 
imous consent to have one-half minute in which to reply to the , 
suggestion made by the gentleman from Ohio. Is there objec 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I called the gentleman's atten 
tion to the testimony of Governor Taft at page 65: 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it your opinion as a lawyer that their property ™ 

are fully protected by the terms of the Paris treaty? 

Governor Tart. Yes, sir. . , 

The CHATRMAN. And that they can defend them in the courts? 

Governor TAFT. Yes, sir. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not say anything to the contrary. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may address the committee for five minutes. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent that he may address the committee for five 
minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise now for the 
purpose of discussing the Philippine question. The views on this 
side of the Chamber have been fully and elaborately stated, and 
I shall not detain this committee at the present time with any 
extended remarks upon the policy of the Republican Administra- 
tion in respect to the Philippines, but, while the pending amend- 
ment is under discussion, I desire to say that I agree fully with 
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the gentleman from New York in respect to what he said con- | 


cerning the land scheme incorporated in the bill. Under section 


16 it is provided: 


That all lands acquired under authority of section 15 of this act shall con- 
stitute a part and portion of the public property of the government of the 
Philippine Islands, and may be held, granted, sold, and conveyed by the gov- 
crnment of said islands on such terms and conditions as it may prescribe: 
Provided, That actual settlers and occupants at the time said lands are 
acquired by the Government shall have the preference over all others to 
purchase, or otherwise acquire their holdings within such reasonable time 
as may be determined by said Government. 


If ever there was devised a scheme, under which it is possible | 


for a few individuals or wealthy corporations to buy up and dom- 
inate over an entire territory, and drive out the occupants of the 


land, who by nature and nature’s laws are entitled to it, this is | 


the scheme. 
The bill does not provide how the land shall be parceled out. 


It does not provide in what quantities of land the disposition shall | 


be made. 
on any terms and conditions that may be prescribed by the gov- 
ernment of the Philippine Islands, and the proviso that ‘‘ actual 


It gives general and unlimited power to sell the lands | 
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and regulations will be made, they will be approved by the Presi- 
dent, and under section 20 of the bill they will go into force and 
effect without any action on the part of Congress, because it is 
not now, and will not be then, the purpose of the Republican 
party in control of the Congress to disapprove or amend the rules 
and regulations that may have been made. 

Why not be honest about this matter? Why not provide that 
the rules and regulations shall not go into effect until they are 
approved by both the President of the United States and the Con- 
gress of this nation? Then we will have the opportunity, when 
Congress again assembles, to discuss the reasonableness of the 
rules and the propriety of the regulations that may have been 
made to dispose of the land of the Filipinos. It should not be 
within the power of the Philippine Commission or the Philippine 
government to put up these lands in large tracts, to put them up 
upon such terms and conditions that the man who desires to com- 
pete can not do it because he has not got the means to enter into 
competition. Let the Filipino have a fair opportunity, let him 
have an honest chance to remain upon these lands, and buy them 
at fair prices and in tracts and plots small enough to enable him 
to make the purchase. Do not drive him from his land. Do not 
open these lands up to the greedy speculator, who is without 
heart and without sympathy, and whose only purpose it is to in- 
crease his wealth at the expense of the unfortunate Filipino, who, 
under the provisions of the pending bill, is unable to protect him- 
self. Give Congress the absolute right now to approve or disap- 
prove the regulations to be made. That is fair legislation. 

Does any gentleman in this Chamber doubt the purpose of the 
framers of the bill to have the ruJes and regulations approved by 


| the President go into effect without Congress having anything to 


settlers and occupants at the time said lands are acquired by the | 


Government shall have the preference over all others to purchase ”’ 
is meaningless; at any rate it is vague and uncertain. 

In what manner or mode the preference shall be ascertained or 
exercised is not stated. Itis within the power of the government 
of the Philippines to put up the property either at private or pub- 
lic sale in such large tracts as to make it impossible for actual 


settlers and the poor inhabitants of the islands to compete for the | 


lands with the wealthy speculators, who stand ready to buy up 
the valuable lands of the Filipino. When these speculators, these 
land grabbers, these corporations, who are exploiting the islands 
and their rich possessions, shall under the scheme devised by this 
bill acquire title, they will drive the settlers or occupants from 
their homes, from the land which is their heritage, the land which 
God gave them, the land upon which they have the right to live, 
the land that has become sacred to them, and which ought to be 
their privilege and their right to retain under fair terms to be 
made by the government, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
bought all this land. 

Mr.GOLDFOGLE. The gentleman from Tennessee is no doubt 
right in that statement. Corporations of great magnitude have 


The corporations have already 


already purchased the land, or rather the greater portion of it, | 


and backed up by enormous capital they are ready to go over to 
the Philippine Islands and turn the unfortunate Filipino out of 
house and home in order to satisfy their greed and rapacity. 

But it was suggested on the floor to-day that under section 20, 
rules and regulations are to be made for the sale or disposition 
of the public land of the United States in the islands and that 
such rules and regulations shall not go into effect or have the 





force of law until they have received the approval of the President | 


of the United States, and they shall also be submitted to Congress, 
and unless disapproved or amended by Congress at the next ensuing 
session after their submission they shall at the close of such session 
have the force and effect of law in said islands when they shall have 
received the approval of the President. 

_ This section is cunningly devised. It means nothing of a prac- 
tical character that will protect the Filipino against the power of 
the land grabber and the land schemer, whose purpose it is to 
acquire valuable territory and dominate over it as only the lord 
can dominate over the vassal. If section 20 had provided that 
before any sale of land could be made the rules and regulations 
lor such sale or disposition should be prescribed or approved by 
the President and also by the Congress of the United States then 
there would be no reason to complain, but such is not the purpose 
of those who in this House are willing to permit the Filipino to 


be deprived of his land for the benefit of the exploiter and the | 


land schemer. 

Section 20 provides that unless the rules and regulations are dis- 
approved or amended by the Congress at the next session, then 
they are at the end of the session to have the force and effect of 
law in the islands. Why, of course, when Congress assembles at 
the next session, nothing will be done by those in control of this 
House to disapprove or amend the rules and regulations for the 
sale or disposition of the public land in the Philippines. Rules 


say about them at the next session? Under section 20 Congress 
will simply do nothing. It is within the power of the majority, 
who are now passing this bill, to prevent the rules and regulations 
coming before us for approval or disapproval, and then, action 
being stifled upon the rules and regulations made by the Philip- 
pine government for the distribution of the land, these rules and 
regulations will take effect. without Congress having approved 
them. In other words, the President is to approve the rules and 
regulations, and they take effect unless disapproved by the Con- 
gress. Congress will not have a chance to express its disapproval, 
because the rules and regulations will never be before us at the 
next session for such disapproval. It is within the power of this 
House, now passing this bill, to prevent, under the rules of the 
House, the regulations of the Philippine government from ever 
reaching us for our vote expressive of disapproval. Soit is, how- 
ever oppressive, however unreasonable, however unwise the 
rules and regulations may be, we shall be powerless to prevent 


| injustice to the Filipino in the disposition of his lands, in the 


taking of his home. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. AsI have only five minutes to debate the 
amendment, I do not wish to give up any portion of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Nowisthe time to perfect the bill. Now 
is the time to provide for the manner in which the Filipino may 
enter into competition with others when the lands come to be 
sold and disposed of. Unless you make provisions in such a way 
that the land sharks and speculators will not have it in their 
power to acquire immense tracts of land against the wishes and 
desires of the Filipinos, who, if given a fair and honest opportu- 
nity, would enter into reasonable competition,-you will produce 
a condition in the Philippines worse than that which, under the 
grievous landlord system, prevails in Ireland. If you pass this 
measure in the form in which the bill is presented, if you reject 
the amendments offered in good faith on this side of the Chamber 
for no other purpose than that of acting fairly and reasonably 
and honestly and justly with the Filipinos, if you persist in leav- 
ing the Filipino at the mercy of the land sharks and the schemer 
and the exploiter, the time will come when the Filipino will say, 
‘‘There is eternal warfare between you and me.”’ [Applause. | 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
five minutes to speak in opposition to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to address the House for five minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, it seems to mea little extraor- 
dinary, to say the least, to hear gentlemen upon that side of the 
Chamber declaim against the provisions of this bill on the ground 
that its provisions against trusts are not repeated over and over 
again with all the details that they think we ought to include, 
when the Democratic substitute which they themselves are sup- 
porting—the bill reported by the minority of the Insular Com- 
mittee—contains no limit whatever to the amount of land that 


Will the gentleman permit a 
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may be held by corporations, trusts, or combinations of any kind, 
and no restrictions upon trusts of any kind. 

Just one word as to the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York. This bill does not propose to drive people from 
their homes or from their homesteads. The amendment is not 
only unnecessary, but, to put it mildly, it is absurd when you 
consider its character. It is to the effect that lands in the Phil- 
ippines purchased by the United States shall be held as home- 
steads for actual settlers. First, it is umnecessary, because not 
contemplated by this bill that the United States shall buy any 
lands there at all. They are to be bought by the Philippine gov- 
ernment. Secondly, it is unnecessary, because the act itself ex- 
pressly provides that occupants and actual settlers shall have 
preference not only over corporations, but over all other individ- 
uals as well. Therefore I trust the amendment will not prevail. 
There is no great danger from trusts, as the sect ion to which the 
amendment is offered in express terms limits the amount of a 
single entry to 16 hectares, or about 40 acres. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Itis not only for 40-acre tracts for corpora- 
tions, but for all tracts. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The question being taken, on a division, demanded by Mr. 
ZER, there were—ayes 39, noes 59. 

Mr. SULZER. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were refused, 18 members, not a sufficient number, 
onding the demand therefor. 

Accordingly, the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennnessee. 
to the section we are about to leave. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will recognize the gentleman for 
an amendment. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee 
‘ gold ’’ in line 5, page 74. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, 
quiry. To what section is the gentleman’s amendment directed? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Page 74, section 15. 

The CHAIRMAN. That section hasalready been passed. The 
Clerk has completed the reatling of section-16, which has been 
consideration, and the Clerk is now about to begin the 
ling of section 17 
GAINES of Tennessee. Allright. You passed it when I 
lunch. I wanted to have that word stricken out, butIam 
ied I would fail anyway. I have already registered my pro- 
ist this. These pe ople—Filipinos—have no *‘ gold’”’ nor 
silver, n thing with which to pay five or ten millions in even 
‘money,’’ “‘coin and money,’’ much greater to pay in “ gold.”’ 
England gave up the Philippine Islands when she owned them, 
which is much proof that there is no “* gold’’ or gold mines in 

1¢ Philippine Isl: Hence the wrong to make them pay in 
** gold’ for these or any such burden. 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

Sr That the government of the Philippine Is lands is hereby author- 

srovide for the nee ds 0 ft commerce by improving the harbors and 
waters of said islands, and to construct and maintain in said navi- 

* and upon the ‘shore adjacent thereto wharves, piers, light- 

1 stations, buoys, and like instruments of commerce, and to 

‘ce regulations in regard thereto, and regulations in regard 

nnded to be imported into said islands nor mingled with 

rein, but brought int< »a port of the said islands for reship- 


nother country, which articles may be deposited in bond and re- 
to another country siaet the payment of customs duties or 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
erk’s desk. 


SUL- 


I move to strike 
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slid. 


r. ‘ST EWART of New Jersey. 
endment which I send to the Cl 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend page 75, in line 1 
ravil 
Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, that simply 
makes life-saving stations an adjunct of the work in the Philip- 
pine Islands. These life-saving stations have proved of immense 
benefit on our own seacoasts, and I see no reason why they should 
not be made an adjunct of the work relating to navigation in the 
Philippine Islands. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
,That the government of the Philippine Islands, subject to the pro- 


lis act and except as he rei in provided, shall make rules and regu- 
ier disposi lands of the United 


, after the word “signal,” by inserting the word 


Sec. 20 


tion of the public 
such rules and regulations shall not go into effect 
ce of law until the »y have received the approval of the Presi- 
d the y * shall also be submitted to Congress, and 
led by Cor 
sll at the 
. When they shall 
her engl ot mye Provided, 
cause to be 
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logics cal S Survey, 


1ZTess i 


such session have the force and effoct of law in said 


close of 
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| the benefit of the government of the Philippine 

sec- | 
| may come in after they have laid down their swords as well as 
| those who are already in? 


I wanted to offer an amendment | 
| Why are you rushing on the market to put these lands up for 


out the word | 


a parliamentary in- | 
| Chairman, 


, unless disapproved | 
t the next ensuing session after their submission, | 


have received the approval of the President, as | 
That the government of said islands shall | 
‘ration with the Director of the United States Geo- | 


JUNE 26, 


of the islands, including a classification of the lands: Provided further, That 
a single homestead entry shall not exceed 16 hectares in extent. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I should like to know from the 
gentleman who reports this bill why it is that we are in sucha 
great hurry here to dispose of the public lands that the United 
States acquired by virtue of the treaty? Why it is that we rush 
in here before the war in the Philippine Islands is ended, before 
the natives have come home to claim their lands as against the 
claims of Spain? Why this rush pell-mell to skin these people, 
a great many of them, before they have a chance to assert their 
own rights? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry— 
whether there is any amendment pending, or what is before the 
committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has offered no amendment 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I move to strike out the whole 
section, if that is necessary, for the purpose of making this 


| inquiry. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman moves to strike out the 
section. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now,I hope the gentleman who 
has just interrupted the gentleman from Tennessee will answer 
and tell me why it is that he, so noble and generous and just, 
wants the Government of the United States to rush into the mar- 
ket and sell the public lands that we ought to hold in trust for 
Islands and for 


the benefit of the natives of the Philippine Islands—those who 


Now, you ask whether there is anything before the House or 
not. Now,my amendment is before it, and my question is to you. 


sale when war is on, when peace has not come, and you know it; 
when the natives are scattered in the jungles and in the moun- 
tains, and when a man who owns a piece of this land that Spain 
might have claimed at the time she made the treaty may be ab- 
sent and unable to get up and insist on his rights? Why, Mr, 
I say, should we do that? 

Mr.GOLDFOGLE. Because it is a money-making scheme. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The whole thing is a money- 
making scheme. There is a great deal of talk about the sale of 
the friar lands, when you know they are sold out to a combina- 
tion under Mr. Andrews, who got up a corporation for the pur- 
pose of getting those lands, and here it is in an official document; 
and now you are putting on the market the public lands held in 
trust under the law of those islands and under the spirit of our 
institutions for the people who live in that territory. Before the 
cloud of war has passed by, before our soldiers have come home, 
indeed, before we have acquired the land, in all probability, under 
a peaceful title, you are fixing to put these lands on the market; 
and for whom? Have the Filipinos any money? Will anybody 
say they are rich as a nation or as individuals? They are penni- 
less and almost homeless. Who is this for? Who is the nigger 
in the wood pile? I believe it is a white man that is in the wood 
pile in this case. 

If you want to deal fairly, if you want to be just, if you want 
to do like our fathers have done, you will hold this land until 
peace and enterprise have come and then dispose of it like we 
did in this irrigation matter a few days ago. We held to all the 
public lands of this country and kept them until they were worth 
something to the country. Weare selling these lands and taking 
the proceeds and turning them over to the States. We are not 
giving them to the skinners, the legislative robbers, but to the 
States who want to improve the Saharas in their borders. Yet 
here, before we get a law made for this place, before we get a law 
to control the Philippine Islands, before peace, you are arrang- 
ing to sell the public lands that ought to be held in trust for the 
government of the Philippine Islands, and for the natives of the 
Philippine Islands, and wait to sell the lands until peace has com 
In the meantime the people can accumulate some money and be 
able to buy these lands cheap and not from the white speculator 
you are now legislating for. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I have but a word to say in 
reply to my genial friend from Tennessee. I do not think there 
is great danger of trusts acquiring these we very rapidly, as 
the last two lines of the section which he moves to strike out dis- 
tinctly provide that a single entry shall not exceed 40 acres, or 16 
hectares. A trust that is confined in its operations to a 40-acre 
tract of land will not endanger our liberties nor the rights of the 
Filipinos. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. 
line 16, after the word ‘“‘ approval,”’ by inserting 
Congress and the President.’’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 16 insert the words “ of Congress and the President.” 


Chairman, I move to amend section 20, 
the words * of 








1902. 





Mr. SULZER. And then strike out all down to the word “‘ Pro- 
vided,”’ in line 21. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all down to the word “ Provided,” in line 21. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, all that this amendment does is 
just this: This section 20 of the sore ome bill, at line 16, provides 
that the government of the Philippine Islands—whatever that may 
be or whatever that may mean—shall make rules and regulations 
for the sale and disposition of the public lands, and further provides 
that they shall have no force or effect unless approved by the 
President and not specifically disapproved by Congress at the 
next regular session. My amendment simply provides that 
the rules and regulations for the sale and disposition of these 
public lands shall be approved by Congress and the President. I 
think it will be safer and better this way. It is the usual form 
heretofore adopted by the Government regarding any other terri- 
tory of the United States. 

Why should we depart from it now unless there is some ulte- 
rior or sinister motive in doing it or behind it? We may have 
the greatest confidence in the so-called government of the Phil- 
ippine Islands, or in the Commission which is running the govern- 
ment out there; but it seems to me that in a matter so important 
as the sale and disposition of all these public lands the rules 
and regulations adopted for that purpose ought to be approved 
by Congress, as well as the President. 
osition, if Congress did not disapprove them at the next regular 
session, they would become laws by virtue of the fact that Con- 
gress had not disapproved. In my opinion, it is much better, it 
is much stronger, I think it is more in accordance with the 
history of the legislation of this country, to have these yules and 
regulations approved by Congress and the President. 

If the purpose of the Republicans is honest in this matter, 
the majority in this House will accept this amendment. No 
harm can come if we do, and great harm may come if my 
amendment is not adopted. I am opposed to looting the Fili- 
pinos and robbing them of their lands, and for this reason I 
think it would be much better, more consistent, more in line 
with the past policy of the Government,if these rules and regu- 


lations are required to be approved by Congress and the Presi- | 


dent. You can never make the people of the Philippine Islands 
friendly to the United States by mercilessly murdering them or 
by willfully stealing their lands. These lands belong to the peo- 
ple, and they must not be taken away from the people. We are 
responsible to this generation and to future generations. Con- 


gress ought to have something tosay—in fact, the final say—in re- | , ) a sult . 
; ; P | govern by ourselves this our unhappy land. To maintain this so lofty idea, 


rard to the adoption of these rules and regulations, and instead 
of allowing the provision to remain as itis, it seems to me it 
would be much better if the rulesand regulations were approved 
by Congress, as suggested by my amendment. Ihope the amend- 
ment will be adopted. 


Under the present prop- | 
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Mr. Chairman, in this connection I wish to print as part of my | 
remarks two articles recently published in the Ithaca Democrat. | 


The CHAIRMAN, 
Chair hears none. 
The articles are as follows: 
[The Ithaca Democrat, Ithaca, N. Y., Thursday, May 29, 1902.] 


‘What, Iask, do you wantin the Philippines? More particularly, why in 
any part of Luzon and the Visayan tchendivare you making a howling wilder- 
sand killing children over 10 years of age? It will be said that these are 
unhappy incidents of war, which is always a stern affair, very different 
from the holiday making into which civilians would turn it. Beitso. Why, 
hen, are we making war? Here are 6.500,000 fellow-Christians of ours—the 
ly Christian nation in Asia—as highly civilized as most of the people of 
( —— and South America. What do we want of them? We have never 
told them, 
Thank God, there is a more excellent way. Drop coercion and try con- 
ition. Give the Filipinos what they want, not what you think is good for 
them. Regard them not as Sioux or Apache Indians, but as Christianized 
al d civilized brown men, ranking with the Japanese.” (Jacob Gould 
schnurman. ) 


Mr. SULZER. That, sir, is an extract from an address of Pro- 


Is there objection? [Afterapause.] The 


the 


fessor Schurman, the president of the first Commission sent to. 


the Philippines. It speaks for itself. 
Che second article is from a prominent citizen of Ithaca, N. Y., 
Mr. De Witt C. Bouton, and is as follows: 
[The Ithaca Democrat, Thursday, February 27, 1902.] 
WASHINGTON’S FAME IS UNSULLIED, 
‘0 the Editor of the Democrat, 


Sik: On the anniversary date of the birth of George Washington the 
minds of all lovers of their kind are naturally drawn to the contemplation 
the character and life of that most illustrious specimen of their species 
‘ever appeared upon the earth. Until quite recently the study of the 
and work of “the father of our liberties,” as Henry Clay was wont to 
sty! him, afforded only the most pleasurable emotions. Tf pride, reverence, 
wud gratitude were the predominant feelings called forth, as the mind pic- 
\ this P rfect character and his immortal work, and in some degree 
prehended the vast extent of the beneficent influence which they had 
already exerted, bright anticipations, which a reasonable hope seemed to 
istify, were hardly less potent as provocatives of all those sentiments which 
please and uplift a generous mind. 
As illustrative of this present pride and joy, and of confident hope for the 


a 
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future, which in the past have animated all intelligent and thoughtful stu- 
dents of this majestic character, take the following extracts from an able 
and appreciative article, written on the anniversary of Washington's birth- 
day in the year that witnessed the beginning of our glorious war for the 
liberation of Cuba. ‘One hundred and sixty-six years ago to-day,” says the 
writer in his opening paragraph, “‘one of the marvelous flowering periods of 
the human intellect culminated in the production of the greatest man in re- 
corded history.” The writer then proceeds in an attempt to vindicate this 
high estimate of Washington, and succeeds most admirably. 

One of the standards by which he tries the subject of his article is success— 
complete, enduring success in the ultimate object for which he wrought. 
Tried by this criterion, this writer finds that Pericles, Alexander, Hannibal, 
Cxesar, Cromwell, and many other famous characters whom he mentions, 
failed. Then, returning to his subject, he thus proceeds: ‘* Washington suc- 
ceeded. His work was not only successful at the time, but its success was 

ermanent. His policy made no enemies, involved no bloated armaments, 

ampered his country with no unnecessary burdens, exposed it to no future 
attacks. His example inspired all the nations of the world, and looking at 
him all mankind thought better of the people that produced him. There is 
more strength for America in the name of Washington than in a million 
armed men. Find another man whose name meant so much a hundred years 
after his death, and you may challenge the assertion that George Washing- 
ton was history’s greatest figure.” 

While I most heartily agree with the conclusion which this writer reaches, 
to wit, that Washington is the preeminent character in history, I do not ad- 
mit the justness of the standard by which he tries the founders of states. 
The important factor, how, when, and why the failure, is wholly overlooked. 
But for full indorsement of its reasoning was not my purposein introducing 
this article. It was quite other than that, as will appear from what follows. 

Did the recurrence of the 22d day of February this year tend, as in the 
past, to quicken in the hearts of lovers of liberty the world through all those 
sentiments to which I have referred, unmixed with doubts or forebodings? 
Would my author himself to-day write of Washington's great work that it 
‘“was not only successful at the time, but its success was permanent?” 
Could he, could any true lover of his country, as he views in imagination the 
‘ship of state’? which Washington had the chief part in launching, now, as 
in the past, say with Longfellow, in accents broken by excess of unalloyed 
pride and joy— 

“Sail forth into the sea, O ship! 
Through wind and wave right onward steer! 
The moistened eye, the trembling lip, 
Are not the signs of doubt or fear.” 
Is there no doubt or fear? Are there no grounds for either, or both? Each 


| thoughtful citizen will answer for himself or herself. To my apprehension 


there are abundant grounds for both. 

This Republic of Washington's, this ‘asylum for the oppressed of all na- 
tions,” is to-day, and for more than three years now has Coon engaged in 
carrying on a bloody and merciless conflict with a people 8,000 miles distant; 
a people who never did us an injury or a wrong; a people whose leader, just 





| after Dewey’s victory, and after having made with that gallant officer some 
arrangement for cooperation against the Spanish (“it was not in writing” 
exultingly sneers the imperialist as he chuckles over the “cuteness” by 


which this confiding people were overreached), issued the following mani- 
festo: 

“Filipinos: The great nation, North America, cradle of true liberty, and 
friendly on that account to the liberty of our people oppressed and subju 
gated by the tyranny and despotism of those who have governed us, has 
come to manifest even here a protection which is decisive as well as disin- 
terested toward us, considering us endowed with sufficient civilization to 


which we deserve from the now very powerful nation, North America, it is 
our duty to detest all those acts which belie such an idea, such as pillage, 
robbery, and every class of injury to persons as well as to things.” 

And just prior to this, and before setting out from Hongkong to join 
Dewey, at the latter’s request, this leader again voiced the true sentiments 
of his heart by sending a proclamation to his fellow-citizens, from which I 
can not forbear quoting the following: 

**Compatriots: Divine Providence is about to place independence within 
our reach. The Americans, not from mercenary motives, but for the sake 
of humanity and the lamentations of so many persecuted people, have con- 
sidered it opportune to extend their protecting mantle to our , ‘loved coun- 
try. * At the present moment an American squadron is preparing to 
sail for the Philippines. We, your brothers, are very much afraid that you 
may be induced to fire on the Americans. No, brothers, never make this 
mistake. Rather blow your own brains out than fire a shot or treat as ene- 
mies those who are your liberators. * * * Where you see the American 
flag flying assemble in numbers. They are our redeemers.”’ 

The sentiments and purposes evinced by this touching tribute to the starry 
flag of this Republic and its holy mission in the world bear internal, irrefrag: 
ible evidence of the sincerity, of the high spirit, of the keen sense of gratie 
tude—a sentiment found only in lofty minds—which animated these little 
brown people; and, considering the time and circumstances of their expres- 
sion, the Administration and its creatures bite against a file in now trying to 
poison the minds of the American people against these ——— and perishing 
ones. ‘Nor florid prose, nor honeyed lies of rhyme” can longer conceal this 
most flagitious crime, by which, in a day, implicit confidence was changed to 
ineradicable distrust; sincerest friendship, into immitigable hate. What was 
this crime? It was the distribution throughout the archipelago of a procla- 
mation dictated and transmitted by the President of the United States, with- 
out the knowledge of the American people or of their representatives in Con- 
gress. What was this proclamation, so full of fate for both peoples? Why, it 
was a declaration that this Republic claimed and would immediately assert 
exclusive jurisdiction and dominion over the whole Philippine Archipelago 
and all the inhabitants thereof. As must have been intended, assuming that 
the President was sane, this insulting act soon produced a pretext for the 
horrid work of “ benevolent assimilation,” and when a shudder went through 
the nation as glimpses of the bloody work were caught by the people we were 
soothed by the assurance that this “‘ duty’ was put upon this Republic by the 
Almighty. Butas I am not treating of blasphemy in this letter, this phase 
of the question does not come within its scope. = y 

If anything be wanting to the blackness of this act of seizing the Philip- 
pines, it is supplied by this fact, which will astound many an honest man 
who hitherto has acquiesced in the *‘ duty’ which Providence laid upon the 
Administration. When that proclamation was promulgated this nation had 
no more right in the Philippines, outside the city of Manila and its environs, 
than had England or Russia. Indeed, there were objections to our assertion 
of such right that could not apply to any other nation. The honor of this 
nation, and therefore the honor of every citizen of this nation, was pledged 
not to occupy or to assert any authority over that territory beyond the 
limits named. This special obligation was laid on us by our voluntarily 
entering into an agreement with Spain to that effect. This agreement is 
known in diplomatic terminology as a * protocol.”” This document, which 


is always the preliminary of negotiations for peace between belligerents, 
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and specifically defines what each may and may not do while the attempt to 
agree on terms of permanent peace is being made, by the same diplomatic 
language is termed establishing the status quo. The limitations of our 
rights, so far as the point Iam raising is concerned, are thus defined by the 
protocol: * The United States will occupy and hold the city, bay, and harbor 
of Manila, pending the conclusion of a treaty of peace which shall determine 
the control, disposition, and government of the Philippines.” This was our 
utmost right until a treaty was made and duly ratified by both parties, 
which was not done until many weeks after the perfidious act of issuing the 
proclamation. F 

In view of all this, I think that the imperialists are unduly disturbed by 
the fact that our liberty-loving peopleare so ** backward in coming forward” 
with their subscriptions for a monument to the author of ‘‘ benevolent as- 
similation.”” There is absolutely no ground for their apparent discourage- 
ment. The monument will be erected. This is as certain as that this day 
will be succeeded by night; or, to use a more appropriate simile, as surely 


as in the moral world the expiation follows the crime. The monument will | 
be the fearless and conscientious work of the impartial historian of our era. | 


And it will be more durable than—and fully as significant as—were the monu- 
ments formed of the skulls of his enemies which Tamerlane was wont to 
rear—another famous Asian benevolent assimilator, the blood of whose vic- 
tims drenched to a mire the soilof their fatherland. But I mustreturn from 
this lengthy digression. 


Up to date, to say nothing of the American homes desolated by the death, | 


insanity, or permanently disabling of their loved ones, we have slaughtered 
outright more than 20,000 of this devoted people. Of the victims of starva- 
tion and disease we have no account. Of the details of this butchery very 
little escapes the Government censors. A few ghastly incidents have, how- 
ever, transpired, such as the surrounding of 60 Filipinos at a bend of the 
Pasig River and the shooting of them to death in spite of their piteous 
prayers to their brother Christians (?) for mercy. Such as the surrounding 
of a native house where a wedding ceremony was being celebrated and the 
setting of the house on fire, and then the slaughtering of the guests of both 
sexes as they attempted to escape from the equally pitiless flames. 

Not to speak of the poor, betrayed, helpless Cubans, we have negotiated a 
treaty with Denmark, by which three thickly-populated islands are pur- 
chased, the inhabitants of which may elect to go with the land or remain 
citizens of the parent country! “The very grotesqueness of this, I fear, will 
prevent due seriousness on the part of the people as they contemplate it. 

The residents of those islands, a thrifty, refined, and highly civilized peo- 
ple, petitioned and prayed that they might be spared this unspeakable hu- 
miliation. But the chuckle-headed man over in Denmark who makes, if that 
were possible, the idea of ** the divine right of kings’ more ridiculousif not 
more odious to all genuine Americans, was deaf to their entreaties; and the 
sordid promoters of the Philippine infamy were, of course, unmoved by the 
prayers of the helpless. ‘ ; 5 

On this day when the glorious spirit of Washington seems peculiarly to 
lift the mind of the thoughtful citizen above the consideration of what Haw- 
thorne truly terms “the big, heavy, solid unrealities, such as gold, landed 
estate, offices of trust and emolument,” it were little less than profanation 
to call his attention to theincomputable millions of the people’s money which 
the crime of imperialism has already worse than squandered. But asa stim- 
ulous to the faculty of forecasting the future, which all men worthy to be 
citizens of this Republic should possess in some degree, I will venture to re- 
mind your readers that the same dispatch that announces the signing of this 
treaty informs us that immediately the Government will proceed to expend 
millions of dollars in erecting a vast system of fortifications. How the mouths 
of the favored contractors must water as they eagerly wait for this rich 
chance at the people’s money. . 

But I must close. After this, to speak of Washington's work as “‘a perme 
nent success,’ to quote Longfellow’s noble lines, or to repeat the grand peans 
to this Republic’s glory, whether in prose or verse, whether expressed liter- 
ally or allegorically—and these constitute the richest gems of our litera- 
ture—would be as incongruous, and almost as pathetic,as were the grandiose 
declamations of Rienzi, the would-be restorer of the Roman Republic. 

But does this hideous distortion of Washington's system of government, 
by which, to use his own words, he raised “a standard to which the wise 
and the honest can repair,”’ detract in the least from his just frame? No; a 
thousand times no. The shame and the stigma of it go no higher than this 
degenerate generation—the first generation of the descendents of “the im- 
mortal men of "76" that was at once “ infamous and contented.” 

Yours, for the Republic of the fathers, 
DE WITT C. BOUTON. 

ITHACA, N. Y., February 22, 1902. 

The question was taken; and on a division, demanded by Mr. 
SULZER, there were 41 ayes and 58 noes. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee to strike out the section. 

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. Mr. Chairman, I invite the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin and the committee to what Iam going to 
read. From the discussion of this bill I take it that the bill con- 
cedes title in fee to the lands of the Philippine Islands in the 
church or friars. I have not carefully read the bill, but from the 
discussion it appears that fee-simple title to the lands in the 
church or friars is conceded by the bill. I call attention of the 
gentlemen of the House to the decree of the King and Cortes of 
Spain in 1820. In the fourteenth article of the decree will be 
found the following provision: 

By a decree of the King and Cortes of Spain in 1820, churches are pro- 
hibited from holding any real or immovable property. In the fifteenth arti- 
cle of the decree will be found the following provision, i. e.: ** The churches, 
monasteries, convents, and all other ecclesiastical communities, as well 

cular as regular, charity houses, hospitals, poorhouses, schools, confra- 
te brotherhoods, commandancies, and every other establishment, 
whether ecclesiast or lay, known by the name of mortmains, can not, 
from this time in future, acquire any real or immovable property in any 
yrovince of the monarchy, by testament, donation, purchase, rent charges, 
infeudation, adjudication of rents, in payment of rents due, nor by any title 
whatsoever, either lucrative or onerous.” 

That was a decree of the King and Cortes in 1820, when the 
Philippine Islands, of course, belonged to Spain. In a well-con- 
sidered case from Texas (and I read from the 3d Texas Supreme 
Court Report), in a contention where the church had acquired 


"nities 


. “1 
stical 
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| property in Texas similar to the acquisition of real estate in the 
Philippine Islands, the church undertook to hold this real prop- 
| erty against a grant from the State toa citizen, and as the gist and 
| substance of the decision after carefully reviewing all the facts 
| and acts of the King and Cortes, the court says this: 


The result of our examination, so far as our very limited means afforded 
us the opportunity, is that the church, at the period of our revolution, held 
no real estate by perfect title; that it only enjoyed and held the usufruct 
| interest in such land as it ssed. There can no doubt, it is believed. 


| 

| 

| 

| that by the successful revolution the Republic of Texas became possessed of 

| the right and title to all the land or public domain that belonged to the Goy. 

| ernment of Mexico at the date of the revolution, by as fulland perfect title 

o was vested in that Government, or in the government of Coahuila and 
exas, 

| The title in dispute was one granted by Spain like titles now 
held by the churches in the Philippines. Therefore I take it, if 
this decision be law, all that property now claimed by the churches 

| and friars in the Philippines belongs to the Government. If this 

| decision is the law, would it be right and —— in this bill to 
concede that the title was in the friars or churches? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I want to suggest that there is 
a case in the 17th Howard, United States Reports, which assumes 
the point decided in the case cited by the gentleman from Texas to 
be the law or to be the fact. Spain secularized the title of all ec- 
clesiastical property, and this case is decided upon Spanish mort- 
main law, that secularization law that applies to Mexico and the 
Philippines both. The 17th Howard case considered, while it 
does not directly decide this point, takes it for granted that that 
is decided. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I have not examined the case referred 
to by the gentleman from Mississippi, but I call the attention of 
the gentleman in charge of this bill to that fact, so that we may 
make no cession that will be injurious to the Government or the 
citizen desiring a homestead. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, the bill does not 
concede the title toanybody. The bill provides, in line 9, page 73: 

The powers hereinbefore in this section conferred may be exercised in re. . 
spect of any lands which, on the 13th of August, 1898, were owned or held by 

| associations, corporations, communities, religious orders, or private individ 
uals in such large tracts or parcels and in such manner as, in the opinion of 
the Commission, injuriously to affect the peace and welfare of the people of 
said islands. 


It does not single out any corporation as owning any land; but 
if they did own or hold it under the laws of Spain, we are bound, 
under the treaty of Paris, to recognize that right. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. You only recognize such rights as 
they had at the time of the treaty of Paris. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The decree the gentleman alluded 
to is 1820. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Yes; and the court held that they 
could not take title to church property, because the church was 
merged into the Crown. 

| Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. They had exercised enough of 

| title and jurisdiction and absolute proprietorship, so that under 
the treaty of Paris we did not feel justified in going any further 

| in contesting their case in court. Judge Taft,an eminent lawyer 
and judge, says that under the treaty of Paris—and the Commis- 
sion has made a very full investigation of this subject—they have 
titles that are good; and in response to a question he said specifi- 
cally that they could defend those titles in the courts. That being 
so, we thought it would be best to pay, say, $5,000,000 and remove 
this whole trouble from the Philippine Islands, for it has been a 
source of very considerable trouble in the archipelago during the 
last century and a half. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Then the gentleman from Wisconsin 
admits, or there is an implied admission in the bill of the com- 
mittee, that the title vests in the church or in the friars 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. There is no such admission in the 
bill. If there is any church organization that has title, the exer- 
cise of the right of eminent domain is given by this bill. But 
the bill does not say, ‘‘ whereas certain religious organizations in 

' the islands are owners in fee of certain lands;”’’ not at all. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. But you do use the word ‘ owned.” 
| Suppose you strike that out and retain only the word ‘‘ held?” — 
| Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. We say “ owned or held.’’ It is 

| in the disjunctive. It covers everything held, not only by reli- 
gious organizations, but by corporations or communities. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman says that ‘it 
covers everything.’’ That is just the difficulty. It covers every- 
thing and covers toomuch. If only the word ‘‘owned’’ were 
there, that would be all right; but it says ‘* owned or held.” It 
seems to me that if you would strike out the words “ or held,’’ leav- 
ing the claimants to prove their ownership, then you would not 

| concede anything in the way of ownership. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Some witnesses before our com- 

| mittee testified that there had been what purported to be a trans- 
fer of certain of these lands from certain orders to certain private 
individuals. Really and essentially, as a matter of law, those 
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grantees do not own that land; they hold it under color of title, 
and this language would permit an attack to be made on this 
quasi-ownership or holding. It is to meet that situation that the 
language is employed. : 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands, the amendment 
is withdrawn. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 22. That the panne of the Philippine Islands is hereby author- 
ized and empowered, on such terms as it may prescribe, by general legisla: 
tion, to provide for the granting or sale and conveyance to actual occupants 
and settlers and other citizens of said islands such parts and portions of the 
public domain, other than timber and mineral lands, of the United States in 
said islands as it may deem wise, not exceeding 16 hectares to any one per- 
son nor more than 2,000 hectares to any corporation or association of persons: 
Provided, That the grant or sale of such lands, whether the purchase price 
be paid at once or in partial payments, shall be conditioned upon actual 
and continued occupancy, improvement, and cultivation of the premisessold 
for a period of not less than five years, during which time the purchaser or 
vrantee can not alienate or encumber said land or the title thereto; but such 
restriction shall not apply to transfers of rights and title of inheritance un- 
der the laws for the distribution of the estates of decedents. 


Mr. JONES of Virginia. I move to amend by striking out all 
after the word ‘‘ person,’’ in line 2, page 78, down to and includ 
ing the word ‘‘ persons,’’ in line 4, and to insert after the word 
* person”? the words ‘‘ or corporation;”’ so as to read, ‘‘ not ex- 
ceeding 16 hectares to any one person or corporation.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this amendment, I will state 


frankly, is to restrict the Commission in the sale and disposition | 


of the public lands in the Philippine Islands so that not exceed- 
ing 16 hectares may be sold to any one person or corporation. 


The twentieth section of the bill provides that the commis- | 


sioners shall prepare certain rules and regulations regulating the 
disposition of these public lands; but notwithstanding that pro- 
vision, this section provides that the Commission may proceed at 
once to dispose of lands even before these rules and regulations 
are adopted and. receive the approval of the President and are 
submitted to Congress. The Commission under this section is 
given authority to dispose of every single acre of the 68,000,000 
acres of public land in the Philippine Islands. The effect of my 
amendment, if adopted, will be to prevent the Commission from 
disposing of anything except homesteads until the rules and regu- 
lations provided for herein have been made by the Commission 
and approved by the President. 

The question being taken on the adoption of the amendment of 
Mr. Jones of Virginia, there were on a division (called for by 
Mr. Jones of Virginia)—ayes 59, noes 67. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 25. That the forest laws and regulations now in force in the Philip- 
pine Islands, with such modifications and amendments as ma# be made by 
the government of said islands, are hereby continued in force, and no tim- 
ber lands forming part of the public domain shall be sold, leased, or entered 
until the government of said islands, upon the certification of the forestry 
bureau that said lands are more valuable for agriculture than for forest uses, 


shall declare such lands so certified to be agricultural in character, and the 
timber on such agricultural lands so declared shall be disposed of in such 
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able foragricultural purposes. Now, if we absolutely reserve from 
sale all of the forest land, leaving no power to settle this part 
that is more valuable for agricultural purposes, we would retard 
the settlement of the country, and the object of this provision, as 
I understand it, is to allow the Government there to permit the 
settlement of some portions of this land that is now covered by 
timber, but which is much more valuable for cultivation than for 
forestry. 

I would suggest to my friend in this connection that his own 
experience and observation in this country makes it perfectly evi- 
dent that there are localities where the land is in fact covered by 
timber, but the timber is a burden to the land rather than an ad- 
vantage. It has to be sold as brush land, land that has the bur- 
den of timber, which has to be removed, and the timber is of no 
actual value in itself. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Be that as it may, Mr. Chairman, the 
fact remains that this section confers an immense power upon the 
Philippine government, a power which may be greatly abused. 

Mr. LACEY. A very necessary power, however. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. A very large proportion of these pub- 
lic landsis forestland. Thissection of this bill places in the hands 
of the Commission the power to dispose of every acre of this 
forest land if it will only say that in its judgment the land is more 
valuable for agricultural purposes than for the purposes of timber. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman mean the Commission, or 
the government, or the legislature? 

Mr. LACEY. That is not an unusual provision. We have in 
this country the provision that you can sell land for agricultural 


| purposes if it is more valuable for agricultural than for mining 


purposes. If it is more valuable for mineral, the agricultural 
holder can not take the land for homestead purposes. That is a 
power that must be vested somewhere, and it is unfair to assume 
that these gentlemen will abuse that power. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I do not know how that is. The 
gentleman is more familiar with public-land laws in this country 
than I am; but we are dealing now with lands that are 10,000 
miles away from here, and if possible I do not want to place in 
the hands of a Commission a power to dispose of all of those lands. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Now, while there is a great deal of 
public land in this country—probably one-third of the entire area 
of the United States to-day is public land—nearly the whole of 


| the land in the Philippine Islands is public land, and the larger 
part of it is covered by timber. 


manner as the government of said islands shall prescribe: Provided, That | 


the said government shall have the right and is hereby empowered to issue 


licenses to cut, harvest, or collect timber or other forest products on reserved | 


or unreserved public lands in said islands in accordance with the forest laws 
and regulations hereinbefore mentioned and the provisions of this act, and 
aid government may lease land to any person or persons holding such 
licenses, sufficient for a mill site, and may grant rights of way to enable such 
person or persons to get access to the lands to which such licenses apply. 


Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 






| their lands. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? The 
power that the gentleman criticises is proposed to be vested in 
the Philippine government, is it not? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman think that power would 
be greater than the power he proposes to vest in that govern- 
ment by his substitute bill? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. We propose in our substitute bill to 
give to a government to be organized by the inhabitants of the 
Philippine Islands the power to dispose of all their property in 
any way they choose. The gentleman’s proposition, on the con- 
trary, is to give to a government made for the people of the Philip- 
pine Islands by the United States, and in the making of which 
they are not permitted to have any part, the power to dispose of 
We propose to give those people such full and com- 


| plete independence as will enable them to enjoy an independent 


On page 79, line 13, after the word “force,” strike out all of lines 13, 14, 15, | 


16, 17, 18, 19, and 20, down to and including the word “ prescribed,” in line 21. 


Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, this section goes a 
step further than those we have been considering. The sections 
just prior to this provide for the sale of agricultural lands. This 
section provides for the sale of tin ber lands—forest lands. It 
zives to the Commission the power to say whether or not the tim- 
er lands are more valuable for agricultural purposes than they 
ure for timber purposes; and if in the opinion of the Commission 
these lands are more valuable for agricultural purposes than they 
are for timber purposes, then the Commission can even sell these 
timber lands, and thus dispose of land that the purchaser really 
would never cultivate, but would simply buy for the purpose of 
cutting every stick of timber off the land. I am opposed to 


reposing in the Commission any such power as this, and there- | 


for . mote that my amendment striking out this language will 
be adopted. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment will not 
prevail. because if it did it would retard the settlement of a con- 
siderable portion of the islands. There is some timber in these 
islands, such as mahogany and woods of that character, that is 
' very great value. The logs are so heavy that they can not be 
oated and have to be taken to market in boats. It is the most 
valuable of timbers. On the other hand, there are some localities 
where the timber is comparatively worthless, but the land is valu- 


( 
44 
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| tleman’s speech twenty-odd times before. It 


national existence. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 
the provision of this bill. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CLARK. I ask for fifteen minutes in which to address the 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani 
mous consent that he may address the committee for fifteen min- 
utes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I had no idea of projecting my- 
self into this Philippine debate at all until the very remarkable 
performance of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. LANpis] the 
other day. I was entirely content to leave this question in the 
hands of the very able Democratic minority of the committee. 
Barring his exordium about a young soldier who died in his town 
and his eulogy on General Funston, I had heard most of the gen- 
was an old ac- 
quaintance, a familiar creature. and I expect to hear it severai 
times more this summer. The rest of you can enjoy that great 
luxury by paying the price of admittance; for, whatever the gen- 
tleman from Indiana thinks about the blessings of a tariff for 
revenue only, he has no sort of doubt about the personal benefits 
of lecturing for revenue only. And it is due to the truth of his- 
tory to say that the applause he receives from miscellaneous au- 


That is not 


| diences over the country is not half as tumultuous or unanimous 


an ng ane tae: 


sank nate AND Seer a i, FB 


een ot ne nee Hs rs Serr 
























































a ama 


ei 
RS nce wn nl ac A ca A RR TOS 





F452 


as the applause he received from the Republican members of this 
} 1 ouse. 
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Upon his eulogy on General Funston I desire to make two com- | 


ments: First. If General Funston is as great a hero as he made 
him out—and I am not denying it; I do not profess to be a judge 
of heroes 
be ‘‘Freddy and Teddy,’ instead of ‘‘Teddy and Freddy.”’ 
{Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 
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ing to their lights. It is no discredit to them to say that, like 
other folks, ‘‘their hindsight was better than their foresight.” 
When, however, De Lome wrote his idiotic and malicious letter 


| about President McKinley, and when the Maine was blown up, 


then the next Republican Presidential ticket ought to | 


deviling their heads to know why the President of the United | 


States so unceremoniously and emphatically squelched General 
Funston not long ago. 
the gentleman from Indiana, that the reason is that the Presi- 
dent of the United States is suffering from the green-eyed mon- 
ster of jealousy preying upon his ‘‘innards,’’ for, according to the 
gentleman from Indiana, Hero Funston stands brandishing the 
North Pole in one hand and the Equator in the other, while the 
President, as everybody knows, has never invaded the Arctic 
regions, at least in a military capacity. [Laughter and applause 
on the Democratic side. 


I hope I may make another suggestion without giving offense | 


to anybody, and that is that while the gentleman from Indiana 
is erecting monuments to Republican heroes in the city of Habana 


I take it, after listening to the eulogy of | 
the Philippine and Cuban wars are the same. 


| every robber and freebooter since the world began. 


he will not forget to build one to that eminent Republican finan- | 


cier, Mr. Neely, late of Indiana. 
} Nor ought he to neglect to raise a monument to Major 
Rathbone, the eminent financier and protégé of Marcus A. HANNA, 
{Applause on the Democratic side. ] 


side. } 


quences, we turned our backs and ran away,”’ and every Repub- 


who is not a Republican ought to be drawn and quartered. 
With the gentleman shouting that he would not yield, with the 


{Laughter on the Democratic | 


| perform. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. LAanpis] said that ‘ when | 
the war came with its responsibilities and problems and conse- | 
| tleman to act that way. 
lican member applauded that statememt; and you would have | 
applauded if he had declared that every man in the United States | 


Republicans applauding to drown me out, with the Chairman of | 


the committee hammering his desk to the same end, I answered 
then that there was not a syllable of truth in that statement, and 
I repeat it now; and I answered it then, although the Chairman 
said I was out of order, because— 

I'd right the wrong where it is given, 

Though *twere in the very court of Heaven. 

The statement that the Democrats turned their backs and ran 
away is a foul and malicious slander, I do not care who utters it. 
There were as many Democrats fought in the Spanish war as there 
were Republicans. 

Mr. VANDIVER. More, too. 

Mr. CLARK. More, too, and they fought as bravely and as 
well. Admiral Dewey [applause], Winfield Scott Schley [ap- 
plause], old ‘* Joe’’ Wheeler [applause], Richmond Pearson Hob- 
son, all wrote their names high on the scroll of fame, to say noth- 
ing of the obscurer Democratic heroes in the ranks by land and 
SCa. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
killed. 

Mr. CLARK. Bagley was the first to die in battle, and he was 
North Carolina Democrat. Gen. Fitzhugh Lee rendered invalu- 
le services to the country, and he isa Virginia Democrat, worthy 
love, 


ry 


Bagley was the first man 


a 
=} 


atic se 


war was an American war. It was not a Dem- 
ocratic or Republican war either. There was no politics in its 
There were no politics during its progress. It was 


Spanish 


inception. 
only at t 
ignoble, unjust, and unpatriotic attempt to try to make politics 
out of it. And though Schley distinguished himself in battle and 
won a famous victory, the Republicans have tried to rob him of 
ry by the meanest conspiracy in all the hoary registers of 
time. {Applause on the Democratic side.] But the American 
people are just, and they have written Schley’s name along with 
those of John Paul Jones, Horatio Nelson, David Farragut, Ad- 
miral Perry, Admiral Dewey, and the other great sea kings. The 
Democrats turned their backs and ranaway! The gentleman from 
Indiana does not deserve the poor credit of the paternity of that 
infamous statement. He stole it bodily from the gentleman from 
Ohio [General GROSVENOR], whois the father of all political fables. 
|Laughter.] It was not true when the gentleman from Ohio said 
it. It is not true when the gentleman from Indiana reiterates it. 
My judgment is and always has been that had either Mr. 
Cleveland or Mr. McKinley granted belligerent rights to the 
Cubans at any time prior to 1898 the Cubans, assisted by Ameri- 
cans fighting on their own hook, would have achieved their own 
independence and we would never have had any war with Spain 
and would never have had this portentous Philippine problem on 
our hands. But they did not doit. I am not criticising them 
for it. 


his el 


admiration, and gratitude of the whole American | 


| the Filipinos. 


i 


close of the war, when Republicans entered upon an | 


It is only just to suppose that they acted honestly accord- ! 


killing six hundred and odd of our sailors, Democrats and all 
other patriotic Americans demanded war. The war came and 


| was fought to a successful conclusion, Democrats and Repub- 
oe | licans alike bearing themselves as heroes, whether as soldiers or 
The second suggestion is that a great many people have been 


as sailors. Since it closed the Republicans, with gall that is 
astounding, have tried to hog all the honor and turn the achiey- 
ments of American valor to partisan advantage. 

The gentleman from Indiana endeavored to make it appear that 
They had no con- 
nection with each other, except one came after the other. The 
Cuban war was an American war to make Cuba free, to give lib- 
erty to a down-trodden people, to extend the area of republican 
institutions on the face of the earth. The Philippine war is a Re- 
publican war to ‘‘ benevolently assimilate’’ a people 7,000 miles 


| away. 


The gentleman from Indiana undertakes to shove this whole 
Philippine business off on destiny. That has been the plea of 
He says, 
with a great deal of unction, that he believes in God. It would 
be very interesting to know whether God believes in him. 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] He says he 
believes in God. I am glad to hear it, because nobody would 
have thought that Republicans believe in God from the way they 
[Renewed applause.] When he asserted that he be- 
lieved in God, he intended to imply that all those who differ with 
him are without God in the world. It is very cruel of the gen- 

Shakespeare says: 

Oh, it is excellent 
To have a giant’s strength; but it is tyrannous 
To use it like a giant. 

And I submit to him that it is unfair to shut the gates of mercy 

on mankind. I have believed in God myself, in an humble way, 


| ever since I can recollect; but I decline to accept the gentleman 


from Indiana either as His prophet or His interpreter to us feebler 
mortals. I challenge his credentials when he undertakes to pose 
as the mouth piece of God on thisfloor. [Laughter and applause. | 
I would rather take Jesus Christ as the exponent of God; and he 
enunciated the Golden Rule, ‘‘ Do unto others as you would have 
others do unto you,’’ which we most assuredly are not doing to 
It is written, ‘‘ Thou shalt not bear false witness 
against thy neighbor.”’ 

Any man who asserts that the Democrats have attacked the 
American @rmy is either uncandid or misinformed. That is as 
strong as I can draw it here and keep within parliamentary lines. 
[Laughter and applause.] Elsewhere I would make it decidedly 
more emphatic and take the consequences. Itis astonishing what 
men will do when they are in a hole and trying to fight out. For 
instance, the other day when the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
CLAYTON] and some others were opposing the proposition to give 
the President some more cadets to appoint, the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Pittsburg [Mr. DALZELL] shouted ‘‘ Down with the 
Army!’’ and the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. STEELE], likea great 
poll parrot, repeated, *‘ Down with the Army!”’ [Laughter.] I 
have no doubt if the other member of the Siamese triplets on the 
Ways and Means Committee [Mr. PAYNE of New York] had been 
in his place that he would have yelled ‘‘ Down with the Army!”’ 
{Laughter and applause. | 

It would not be surprising for a tough, a hoodlum, or a sans- 
culotte to do a thing like that; but the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. DALZELL] degrades his great intellect and imperils 
his high standing by so doing. 

I have not said anything about the Army, good, bad, or indif- 
ferent. As it happens, I have not talked about it, and there- 
fore I can say freely, and without trying to shield myself, that 
no man, I do not care how ingenious he is, can bring evidence to 
show that the Democrats have attacked the Army; and to say 
they attack the Army because certain Democrats criticise certain 
sporadic cases of the conduct of certain soldiers which seem im- 
proper—and some of them have been court-martialed—and to say 
that thereby they are criticising the Army, would be just as truth- 
ful as to say that the grand jury which indicts, that the petit jury 
which tries, the prosecuting attorney who prosecutes, and the 
judge who presides at the trial are making war on organized so- 
ciety because they at some time prosecuted persons who infracted 
the law. |[|Applause. | : 

But this false cry about abusing the Army reached the reductio 
ad absurdum here the other day, the extreme of the preposterous, 
when the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs of this 
House [Mr. Hutt], the president of the Philippine Hard Wood 
Company, with the venom of a toad and the cheek of a Hindoo 
god [laughter and applause], said that because some members 
were opposing an amendment which the Senate had tacked on an 
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organ bill they were fighting the Army, when the truth 

s that we simply followed the lead of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on AP] sropriations, the Hon. JosrerH G. CANNON, of Tlli- | 
nois, one of the ablest Republicans in the land. 

Mr. FLEMING. Who was once a Democrat. 

Mr. CLARK. Alongtimeago. |[Laughter. | 

Mr. OLMSTED. But has reformed. 

Mr. CLARK. Because we can not get the economy that we 
desire s0 much on this side of the House the Democrats being in 
the minority frequently follow the lead of Mr. CANNON. Some- 
times ‘* Uncle Joe’s’’ white plume leads to victory, as did the 
white plume of Henry of Navarre; sometimes to defeat, and some- 
times to a dog fall, as it did in the contest with the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Now, ry Chairman, I would like to have made this speech, or 

e like it, the other day, dum opus fervet, when the thing was 
hot [1 mane r], but the gentleman from Indiana dragged my 
name in, mé de statements that were not true, and then, when I 
wanted to reply, said. ‘‘Get time on your own side,”’ 
knew fullwell that all the time on the Democratic side of the 
House had been already parceled out and allotted to other Demo- 
aps learned by this time that he made nothing 
by his discourtesy. I couldn’ ts get at him then, but I have got at 
him now. He laughs best who laughs last. Evidently the Re- 
publicans think, or they would not keep at it, that this talk 
about the Democrats being opposed to the AmericanArmy will 
win some votes. It may do it, for = the fools are not dead yet. 
It may ,be “ta good enough tee until after the election; 
but the cry is villainously false, all it is founded on Voltaire’s 
dictum ‘* Keep on lying and some of it will stick.’ [Prolonged 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

By the courtesy of the House I hereby reproduce an article 
‘ h I wrote for the New York American and Journal on invi- 
of the editor, and which in condensed form expresses my 

\ion on this whole Philippine ae and which is as follows: 


7 1 e . 
crats. He has pet 












T) » Philippines, like the Rajah’s diamond, ve proved an unmitigated 
to all who have possessed them. T! ish had sense enough to 
ndon them. They were a heavy load a ut th e neck of Spain for three 
lred years. W ith weer Heled good fortune for themselves the Span- 
1d them to us for twenty millions in cold cash, and we area left with 
ztol hold. 
vi tal issue before the American people is this: ‘‘ What shall be our per- 
t} ‘*y in the Philippin P 


roes t 0 the root of our institutions. 
eater question was never bated among men, for upon its proper 
l nination depends the perpetuity of the Re public. 
The tariff, trusts, finance, b uildi ng of the isthmian canal, and economy in 
public expenses are all impor ant questions pressing for solution, but 
farreaching and urgent as they are, they in no wise involve the existence of 
I wvernment. 

Jingo jugglers vociferously and vehemently insist that the overshadowing 
question as to our policy in the Orient was settled definitely and irrevocably 
by the last election. Not so, however. 

nultiplicity of issues contributed to the result of the campaign of 1900. 
William McKinley’s wonderous personal popularity was a large- perhaps 
{ lecisive—factor therein. 

fr. McKinley was many thousands of votes stronger than his party. 

Many men who doubt the wisdom of our becoming an Asiatic power sup- 
I d Mr. McKinley by reason of his unfailing amiability and his blameless 
te life. While believing him wrong, they had implicit faith that at 


he would come around all right. 
7 








They knew that he had changed his 
t * forcible annexation is crimin al aggression ”’ 
of “benevolent assimilation.” 
They hoped that he would experience another change of heart 
riginal position. 
iv as his influence upon our destiny is concerned, it would have been 
ferable for Mr. McKinley to have been a bad man with good policies 


to the un-American theory 


and return 


r than a good man with’ bad policies, for it is as true to-ds ay as when | 


speare wrote it that ‘‘ The evil that men do lives after them. 
love for him, however intense; no admiration for his virtues, however 
; nore 








so ywwever fervid, can alter or palliate the fact that ‘by recant- 
pinion and by throwing the weight of his great name in favor 
hili ippi ne p opaganda | he involved the country in dire difficulties and 

place ai our institutions In imminent deadly peril. 
or one hundred and twenty-six years we have vaunted ourselves as the 
igandists of the idea of government of the people, by the people, and 
‘the people. on we are engaged in crushing a people 7,000 miles away 
>» only offense is that they desire to practice the theory which we have 

} od from the hous tops. 

‘or have we preached in vain, for, following our example and hearkening 
oice, a score of nations have shaken off the yolk of their royal mas- 
‘ken their shackles, and established for themselves governments 
ed upon ours. 
lor three years the Boers of South Africa, inspired by the words of Jef- 
Land the deeds of Washington, made the most heroic fight for freedom 
led in the entire annuals of the human race. 
uid that while England was murdering those brave little republics we 


by consenting like Saul at the stoning of Stephen. 





oe. efore? Because we are engaged in the same sort of bloody business 

I Philippines. We appear to have entered into a sort of tacit agreement 

With John Bull that if he will not interefere with our foreign conquests we | 

W t raise our voice against his foreign conquests. | 
Un the one issue of permanently retaining the Philippines and ruling them 


; sword, Democrats would have swept the land from sea to sea, for let 
e forgotten that in 1900 it was in the East that we made substantial 
; 3, al af it was in the East that imperialism was most exploited as the 
i ant issue. 
same per cent of gains spread all over the Union would have given us 
»° Victory. If we hope to win, we must ex necessitate rei secure recruits 
m the tepublican ranks. That's plain as the nose on one's face. 


when he | 


m that question radically once, swinging from the American doctrine | 


rret for his tragic death, howeve r pre found; noeulogium upon | 


To our ineffable shame | 
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Are Republicans a unit on this question? 















By ho manner rs means. True that not long since “Uncle Jon” Cinwon 
chairman of th mittee on Appropriations, in the heat of debate, with 
frantic gestur a Hed at the top of his voice, “We end to keep the Phil- 
ippine 3 forever and a day!” but it must be rememb red that on that occasion 

U cle Jon” was in a hole and fightir g to get out 

Republics are constitutionally unfit to successfully or economically ad- 
minister colonial affairs : 

Proconsular government has been notoriously corrupt, unjust, and tyran- 

| nical since the world began, and will continue so till the end of time All 

i 7, sacred and profane, demonstrates the truth of that propo n. It 

3 nothing whether the proconsuls are Romans, Britains, Spaniards, or 
icans. The corruption, injustice, and tyranny grow inevitably out of 
the proconsular system 

It is written that ‘“‘evil inventions return to plague the inventors,” and 
the corruption, injustice, and tyranny which we inflict wpon the Filipinos by 
our proconsular government will at last be practiced upon ourselves. We 
are progress ing after the mann vr of the crab—backward 

Alre ady one o f our m itary satraps in the Philippines has said: ** The Con- 
stitution is played out; the sre is no use to discuss it.” Another has declared 


that men have been sent to prison in the Philippines for such utteranc: 
those of Professor Schurman in his Boston speech 
Yet another has pronounced the Declaration of Independence to be a 
“damned incendiary document,” which is precisely the opinion of it ter- 
tained by George IJ and Lord North 
Considered for m litary purposes 
weakness, just as they were to Spain. 





, the Philippines would be a s ce of 


Were we e1 gaged in a war with a 





great power—as we at any time may be—the P hilippit nes would be the place 
of atta "k, and we would be compelled to do our fighting 7,000 mil na our 

e of supplies, whic . would place us at a great disadvantage, doubling the 

8 t and quadrt tplin e chances of defeat 

iW hy should we run such desperate risks when we have all to] i ab- 
solutely nothing to gain? 

The basic principle of republics—“ governments derive their j1 owers 
from the consent of the governed is true or we as a nation have 1 r1ison 
d’étre. 

If that proposition is not true, W: ushington and the other Revolu ary 
heroes were rank traitors. If it is not true, John Hancock, old Jo} Adams, 


tT 
Patrick Henry, Thomas Jef and their compecrs were pestilent dis- 
turbers of the peace of G 


If it is not true, Tl 





relt is exercising powers usurped from 








King Edward VII, and the 3 of the United States consi f 451 
rent us brawle rs 
This miserable Ph ilippine business familiarizes the American people with 


tho idea of a large star ding army. 

General Chafiee says that we will need 50,000 soldier 
alone forfive years. Judging 
there till the judgment d 


3 in the.Philippin 
the future by the past, we will need that many 

















wasn ens tees, waiving the « uantum of the sin of subjugat ing a distant 
people, :mnu st hold on to the Pt I 1es because we want their l 

| is not de: ni ied that trade with the Fi nosand every other people is « ‘able. 

Democrats are ast s for trade as are the jingoes, but th y piace lib- 


; erty and good consci 
| Democrats do not beliey 
him. 

The dolla 


ove money. 
> that we must ov 





mna man inorder to trade with 


argume nt is the most sordid of all, but let us take it on that low 


basis and see how t matver st 


































The Phili ippines, t y nothing of the loss of life and the hug m 
load we are fastening on our children and chil iret ; children, ha » to 
date cost us nearly $600,000,000, according to the ar ithn etic of Senat g 

During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, we expended in the P} pines 

| $80,000,000. 

During the same period our profits from trade with the Philippi illow- 
ing for ourselves 20 per cent profit on all we exported to and imported f: 
those islands, were only the beggarly sum of $1,085,541. 

Expending $90 a year tog et $1 profit may be solarv cr statesmanship, but 

| toa plain man who understands mathematics it app 3 to be stark V 

Ske enly reuson suck on insane Pa licy does not t crupt the Unit ites 
is because the United States is so rich Noother na i n earth cou and 

| it, and we can’t stand it lor i ults 

Our institutions were i eat price. Shall we now 
recklessly jeopardize them through ; ison of a vainglor 1m- 
bition for foreign conquest I do not believe that the American people will 


so decide. 

It surely can not be that the spirit of 1876 is entirely dead in the American 
heart. To that spirit and t! heart Democrats « idently aj l in this 
crisis of our country’s fat 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
| amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia. 
| The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
| JONES of Virginia) there were--81 ayes and 108 noes. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman,I ask unanimous consent 
for about ten minutes to contribute a few views. 
TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maineasks unanimous 








consent for ten minutes. Is there objection? ,[After a pause. 
The Chair hears none. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. ltl ou 


Chairman, a 
somewhat indispc sed, I thought I would improve 
| to congratulate the distinguished gentle an from Misso 

CLARK] for having rec ered from his intellectual pai into 
| which he was jolte 4d by the gentleman bee ee | th other 
| day. [Laughter.] 

Now, Ihave no part in the controversy, if controversy there 
be, between the gentleman from Indiana and the gentleman from 
Missouri, although it does appear, if the gentleman from Missouri 
is correct, that it has simply been transferred from the rostrum 

where people contribute the coin of the realm at the rate 
| cents, seventy-five cents, or a dollar to hear the debates betwee 
these two distinguished gentlemen to this arena [laughter]; but I 
wish to contribute to the truth of history. I donot think thatthe 
gentleman from Missouri succeeded in sustaining his suggestion 
which he made emphatically on the fioor two or three days ago, 
and that is that the gentleman from Indiana had not stated the 
' facts in connection with our friends the Democracy, because I 
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understood the gentleman from Indiana to suggest that singe the 
ratification of the treaty of Paris, which desirable work was con- 
tributed to in a large and successful degree by distinguished 


Democrats, our Democratic friends had succeeded in running | 


from every problem connected with the Philippine question. 
I submit to my distinguished friend from Missouri that it is no 
answer to say that there are Democrats in the Army who have 


achieved glory in connection with the Spanish war, because the | 
gentleman from Indiana, although enthusiastic and eloquent, | 
He was simply | 


had no reference whatever to men in the Army. 
referring to our Democratic friends from the standpoint of so- 


called statesmanship, and the suggestion that men in the Army | 
fought is no answer to a suggestion that our Democratic states- 


men have continued to run. [Laughter.] But it does appear, 
while my friend says they have not run, while he may be sincere 
in what he says, it only demonstrates that he does not know when 
he is running from a proposition of that kind. [Laughter.] 


But, Mr. Chairman, historical facts should not be distorted by | 
I feel 


| and the bill was passed. 


debate, although interesting and exciting upon either side. 
bound to say that the gentleman from Indiana was not entirely 
correct in his statement of facts, because our Democratic friends 
did not start torun immediately after the ratification of the treaty 
of Paris. I wish to call attention to the public fact which dem- 
onstrates that, and they are entitled to the benefit of it. There 
was a fact connected with the Philippine question, an instance in 
which some of them stayed with the proposition. The treaty of 
Paris provided for the payment of $20,000,000. Now, in the exu- 
berant imagination of our Democratic and anti-imperialistic 
friends this $20,000,000 has been referred to in times past as pay- 
ment for 10,000,000 men at $2 ahead. Now, however that may be, 
the facts deserve to be called to the attention of the committee 
and the American people. 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
Mr. SHACKLEFOR 
who started that expression. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
“started” it. If you were not sharp enough to invent it, you 
adopted the proposition and howled it allaround. [Laughter. | 
I know that Mr. Reed is ingenious in epigrams, and you are to 
be congratulated that you have been amused now and then by 
the distinguished gentleman from Maine in connection with your 
propaganda. The gentleman from Texas, by the way, spoke of 
following the ‘‘ gentleman from Maine,’’ but did not in fact, 
though in the excitement of the occasion he thought he did, which 
is practically the same thing, for ‘as a man thinketh so is he,”’ 
assuming that he does think. 


Oh, yes; the more the merrier. 


Now, as to this appropriation of $20,000,000—assuming, now, | 


that it was a purchase of men per head, at $2 a head—that is a 
thing that some of our Democratic friends are entitled to credit 
for. A bill appropriating $20,000,000 in discharge of one of the 
obligations of the treaty of Paris was pending in this House on 
the 20th 
ber correctly, after the treaty was ratified in the Senate through 
the assistance of our distinguished Democratic friends. The 
ratifications of the treaty were not exchanged until April 11, 1899. 

Now.every man here knows—I will not say that every man 
knows: but every man ought to know, and I have no doubt will 
know, when he comes to think of it—that a treaty can not appro- 
priate money out of the Treasury, and in order for that provision 
the treaty to become effective, and to insure the payment of 
the money to carry out this great international contract, it was 
necessary for the House and the Senate to appropriate $20,000,000 
to buy, as our friends say, 10.000,000 people. Now, I want tosay 
that our Democratic friends assisted in that interesting perform- 
ance. It was pending, I say, on the 20th day of February, under 
a motion to suspend the rules and pass that appropriation; and 
when that vote was taken there were 219 yeas and 33 nays, an 
aggregate of 252, the required two-thirds being 168, and the 
Republicans had on that roll call only 155. 

Now. the same thing happened in connection with this transac- 


ot 


tion that happened in the Senate of the United States when the | 


treaty was pending for ratification. It was not possible to pass 
the bill through this House without the aid of Democratic votes, 
and 64 patriotic, distinguished Democratic and Populistic states- 
men voted for the proposition to do—what? Pay $20,000,000 to 


buy 10,000,000 people, upon the theory which has been stated. | 


Vell, now, there are two points I would like to suggest. 

Mr. Cooper of Texas and Mr. DE ARMOND rose. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will cheerfully yield to either gentle- 
man. Iam gradually getting over my indisposition. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Maine whether it took a two-thirds vote of this House to pass a 
measure appropriating $20,000,000—whether the gentleman con- 
tends that it did? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It did as thisappropriation was pending, 
and the Recorp shows it. 
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| the Record bears out “the gentleman from Maine.”’ 


May I ask the gentleman a question? | 
I believe it was Mr. Reed, of Maine, | 


It does not make any difference who 


day of February, 1899, only about eleven days, if I remem- | 


JUNE 26, 


| Mr. DE ARMOND. I am asking whether it required a two- 
| thirds vote to make that appropriation? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. As that question was pending before the 
House, it did, because the REcoRD so shows. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The gentleman from Maine evidently 
does not understand the question I am asking him, because if ho 
did, I know he would not avoid answering it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What is the question? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I am asking whether the gentleman’s 
conception is that it requires a two-thirds vote of this House or 
the other House to pass a bill to appropriate $20,000,000 or any 
other number of dollars for that purpose or for any other? ‘ 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The contention of ‘ the gentleman from 
Maine”’ is that he stated the facts exactly as they occurred, and 
I stated 

that when that appropriation was pending, as it was pending, it 
| required a two-thirds vote to suspend the rules to pass it. That 
is what Isaid. Here is the REcorD: 

So (two-thirds having voted in the affirmative) the rules were suspended 


That is the bill I was talking about. 

Mr. Cooper of Texas rose. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Let me answer first the gentleman from 
Missouri. Do not be too much in a hurry. What I am saying 
isin the interest of correcting some historical data, so that we 
may know where we are. Now, this was a bill that was pending 
on a motion to suspend the rules, which requires a two-thirds 
vote, and does the gentleman from Missouri undertake to tell the 
gentleman from Maine that it does not require a two-thirds vote 
to suspend the rules? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Oh, no. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Very well, then. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Iam very glad that the gentleman from 
Maine has made the statement he did, because it is a credit to 
his information and does not leave him under the confusing im- 
pression one would gather from his former statement he may 
have entertained in regard to appropriations. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Iam very greatly obliged to the gentle- 
man from Missouri for thus rehabilitating the gentleman from 
Maine. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. 
yield to a question? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Let us get this in consecutive order, so 
that even the rest of you can understand it. [Laughter on the 
Republican side.] As I say, a bill was pending upon which a 
motion was made to suspend the rules, and, by the way, I may 
say here that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] under- 
took to move this same bill as an amendment to an appropriation 
bill, but one of our distinguished Democratic friends raised the 
point of order, on which it went out, and afterwards the gentle- 
man from Illinois brought in a bill under circumstances where it 
required a two-thirds vote to suspend the rules. 

This is the bill (H. R. 12125) appropriating $20,000,000 ‘‘ for 
the purpose of carrying out the obligations of the treaty between 
the United States and Spain concluded at Paris on the 10th day 
of December, 1898, to become immediately available upon the 
exchange of the ratifications of said treaty.”’ 

Now, that was the proposition, to carry out the provisions of 
the treaty of Paris. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is that so? I shall have to ask fora few 
moments longer. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the gentleman’s time be extended one minute in order 
that I may ask him a question. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Oh, I can not get half through this ina 
minute. I would ask that my time be extended ten minutes. _ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine asks that his 
time be extended ten minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. 
yield for a question? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I understand the gentleman from 
Maine complains that the Democratic side of the House voted for 
the appropriation of $20,000,000 to pay the debt incurred by the 
ratification of the treaty of Paris. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then the gentleman does not understand 
the gentleman from Maine at all. The gentleman from Maine is 
going to congratulate the other side for performing that patriotic 
| duty when he gets around to it. The gentleman from Maine 

does not complain, not at all. 
Mr. COOPER of Texas. When the ratification of the treaty of 
| Paris was made by the Senate of the United States, was there 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
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not an obligation on the part of this Government to pay the 
29).000,000, and would you ever have blamed the Democratic 
narty for voting to pay that sum? ' 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will answer that by giving you a quo- 
tation from the speech of a distinguished Democrat, Mr. 
WHEELER, of Kentucky. It is true that an obligation rested upon 


| 


us, just as to-day obligations rest upon us under the treaty of | 


Paris. [Applause on the Republican side.] And just exactly as 
our Democratic friends—although I agree with them in some re- 


distigguished Democrat from Kentucky, a man of character and 
ability and integrity, said this about his Democratic friends: 


_ And, sir, with all due deference and respect to some gentlemen on this 
side and some gentlemen on the other side, I can not refrain from expressing 


| a superlative contempt for a man who believes a thing to be wrong, but for 


the sake of form will give in his adherence to it. 


Well, I suppose he intended that blistering, scorching language 


| to apply to our 64 friends who were voting the $20,000,000 to buy, 


spects from a legal standpoint—as the gentleman from Indiana | 


well said, have evaded and run from every one of those propo- 
sitions under the treaty of Paris; and it does not answer it to say 


caped danger, fought in the war and acquired glory—— 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK. Suppose that the Senate should ratify a treaty 
that every member of the House was opposed to—make an extreme 
case—necessitating an appropriation, do you think the House of 
Representatives in that kind of a case would be under any obli- 
gations to make the appropriation or not? 


| friend from Missouri, Mr. Dk ARMOND, also voted *‘ no.”’ 


~ Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, now, I can quote the gentleman | 


Democratic authority on that in just a moment; but before I 
reach it let me say this 

Mr. CLARK. I want the gentleman's opinion of the case. 
That is a fair question, a legal question, and [ want to hear what 
he has to say. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. As early as 1794 or 1814 the House of 
Representatives by solemn resolution declared that it had the 
right to exercise its constitutional judgment upon the question 





as to whether or not it would carry out similar conditions in a | 


treaty away back there. 

Mr. CLARK. That is all right. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Ido not express any opinion on it, but 
that is what the House held away back there. Now, just fora 
moment, here were some of our distinguished friends who voted 
to carry out this obligation of the treaty of Paris: 

Mr. BarLey of Texas, Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. BRANTLEY—I can 


not stop to read them all; Mr. Cownrrp of Missouri, Mr. Cum- | 


mings of New York, Mr. Dinsmore, Mr. FLemine, Mr. LANHAM, 
and even Mr. Lentz of Ohio voted to do it. Mr. LiviInesTon, 


upon their theory, 10,000,000 of people at $2 per. Now, I do not 
characterize them in that way. I simply call attention to this 
in order that the historical facts may be well understood, and 


| that my friend from Indiana may be properly corrected in this 
that Winfield Scott Schley, although he made a loop and es- | 


respect. 

Now, that is the record, and I will put into the Recorp, by 
the way, the list of the Democrats who, I believe, acted patriotic- 
ally; and I will say, for the benefit of my friend from Missouri, 
Mr. CLARK, that he voted “no” upon that proposition. My 
There 
were 33 Democratic friends who voted ‘‘ no”’ consistently, I have 
no doubt, and I have no doubt they have maintained a consistent 
attitude ever since. But it simply demonstrates that subsequent 
to this act, this attempt to discharge one of the great obligations 
resting upon.the Republic by virtue of this treaty of Paris, our 


friends have been turning and running the other way. This is 
the list. 
Democrats voting for appropriation: 

Allen, Davey, Lewis, Ga. Ridgley, 
Bailey, De Vries, Livingston, Robinson, Ind. 
3ankhead, Dinsmore, Lloyd, Settle, 
Bell, Dockery, McClellan, Sims, 

| Berry, Driggs, McLain, Slayden, 

| Brantley, Elliott, Maddox, Smith, Ky. 
Baker, Md. Fitzgerald, Maguire, Spight, 
Barlow, Fleming, Meekison, Stallings, 
Bodine, Fox, Meyer, La. Stark, 
Brenner, Ohio Greene (Pop.) Miers, Ind. Stokes, 
Brucker, Henry, Miss. Moon, Strode (Pop.) 
Burke, Henry, Texas Newlands, Sulzer, 
Catchings, Kleberg, Ogden, Underwood, 
Clardy, Lanham, Pierce, Tenn. Vincent, 
Cowherd, Latimer, Rhea, Williams, Miss. 
Cummings, Lentz, Richardson, 


Mr. McCLeLtLan of New York, Mr. RicHARpDSON of Tennessee, | 


the leader of the Democratic side of the House; Mr. Roprnson of 

Indiana, Mr. SLayprn, Mr, SULZER, Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS Of Mississippi. 

Now, I will read you what the distinguished gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WHEELER] said upon this very occasion, before 
this vote was taken, so as to show that our Democratic friends 
who voted with us are entitled to the credit of it. Now,I do not 
complain about that. I congratulate them on performing a pub- 
lic duty under those circumstances. Here is what Mr. WHEELER 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to be fashionable for gentlemen to say how they in- 
tend to vote on this bill. I avail myself of this opportunity to say with great 
pleasure that I intend to vote against the bill, because I believe it to be wrong 
in principle and infamous in execution. And, sir, I can not understand how 
gentlemen can say they are opposed to the appropriation, they are opposed 
to the policy of the Government, they are opposed to the destruction of the 
ent islanders who are fighting for their homes and firesides, and 
for a sentiment, for fear it will give offense to some effete and decayed 

narchy, they propose to vote for this measure. 

Now, if Mr. WHEELER was correct, the war was then on; vot- 
ing for the $20,000,000 appropriation was voting war upon de- 
fenseless people, but our Democratic friends patriotically stood 
up to the number of 64 and voted that way, and Mr. WHEELER 
suggested that they were not entirely sincere upon that proposition. 
But we have 64 men who in the first great obligation devolving 
upon this country by the treaty of Paris stood shoulder to shoul- 
der with the Republican party in discharging that duty. 

Well, now, since then they have failed to stand with the Re- 
publican party in discharging the obligations, great, severe, and 
tremendous though they may be, vested in us and saddled upon 
us by the negotiation of that treaty. 
about our distinguished friends who started out with us, but since 
have not continued to go with us in discharging these obligations? 
1 do not propose to characterize them, but I will read what my 
friend from Kentucky [Mr. WHEELER], acting as a prophet and 
a seer, said on that very occasion. 
but here is what he’said: 

{am not a prophet nor the son of a prophet, but I venture to predict tho 

i!come when those who are now so swift to give in their adherence 
) the policy of the Administration will be equally quick to swear that they 
Were out of sympathy with it. 

_ Now, if lam correctly informed and fully advised, I think our 
friends are out of sympathy with it; but this was not all of my 
friend's prophecy. He went on further. Now, I do not say this. 
I do not go so far as to say that I indorse it. I simply say that a 
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(See Cong. Record, 55th Cong., vol. 82, part 2, p. 2119.) 


By way of further answer to the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. 
WHEELER said: 

_ [know we have the constitutional right to refuse to vote this appropria- 
tion, and behind the egis of the Constitution I propose to exercise that 
right and vote against it, and to demand the yeas and nays, that the country 
may know how many there are of us in this body willing to go on record in 
defiance of the infamous penny-a-liners who are trying to drive every man 
out of public life who does not bow with superserviceable servility to their 
imperious dictates. 

Now, I have just a word that I want to say here in connection 
with this question, which is, perhaps, more or less germane to 
this bill. I do not altogether like some of the terms of this bill, 
but I do not believe that the antecedent and cotemporaneous 
facts and suggestions that have been referred to in this debate 
have any legitimate force or consideration here, because I look 
upon the treaty of Paris as a great historical fact. 

It is entirely immaterial from my point of view whether Wil- 
liam Jennings Bryan made that treaty possible or not. The 
fact is that it is a treaty, the law of this land, of the archipelago. 
The fact which is of importance is that it is not only the law of 
this land, but it is the law of alllands. Under the Constitution 
it isthe supreme law of the land, and by virtue of international 
law it is the supreme international law. 

It governs this country, it governs the archipelago, it governs 


| all countries of the world in dealing with this country and with 


this archipelago. In this treaty one of our obligations to Spain 
is to see that the Spanish citizens can engage in business and em- 
ployment in this archipelago and be protected therein. The 


| Republic, in my judgment, was made responsible to evolve order 


Now, what should we say | 


out of chaos in the archipelago. 

It was bound to establish government, a government of law 
and order, and to see that life, person, and property should be pro- 
tected in the archipelago, and not only to maintain this treaty, 
but to see that the obligations under the treaty are discharged, 
in order that the peace of Christendom be maintained. So far as 
Iam concerned, while I do not like this provision. which only 


| proposes that a part of the bill of rights shall go there, when I 


think they are all there, which makes them citizens of the archi- 


are full citizens of the Republic to which they owe allegiance. 
That is a matter which, in my view, the bill itself can not control. 

But I believe in the bill. and especially that feature of it that 
confers legislative rights in the lower branch of the house upon 
Filipinos who are capable of taking part in it on the basis of the 
existing conditions, which enables them to control the real legis- 


| lation for the people, and for that reason Iam glad to have this 


opportunity to say that I firmly believe in the bill, which ought 


cern seman se tnt EERE 




























































sir tan! 2g Soethlid i itee tatit eS ARAN OEE IE TI EN 


Lehane IA DEN 


tne 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





| 

rge of one of the great ob ligations rest- 

It involves a cesen from military to 

i to see our friends upon the other side 
n the proposition that they are willing to im- 
ion of the Filipinos in the archipelago, exchange 
ilitary rule, as they were willing to appropriate 

ry out the first and most obvious obligation 
y of Paris. {Loud and continued applause 


, [desire to have permission 
; ven minutes. 

ntlema . from = souri asks uz 

\ cadailien i for ten 
ter a pause. | The ( Yhair hears none. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no intention what- 

ement, explain, or mi odify anything said so 

», CL What he said covers fully 

i l he addressed himself. 

courageously; and 


*Hhairman 
lairman 


1ani- 
ninutes. 


ARK]. 


ATTLEFIELD] evidently ay 
med at the outset ] 
me very i 
and iti 


1, Eva 
ne aia m 


The gent 


. b 
hat the 
l Ul 


however. 
» prop sit } 
olved in this Phili ippine | 
ted when t the gentleman deliv- 
curious to know what his 
would offer in justification 


all: and ol it 


amaneenin i ion t 
verything i 
r was interesté 
nto, and w 
, and what he 
specified nothing at 
ything in support 


he Demo 


as 


course 


is ab oO sugges 


I would rather 


r inten 


inds that some persor 
s running from 
Democrats rush, 
run? 
is proposition 


n it < 


sometnuing 


t 

h the and 1 

and they 
Democra 


if ution cont 
vn land, but 
that we 


hed Democrats 
Spain a and that certain 
S20 000 000 To be paid 


: Does the gentleman 


gts 


JUNE 26, 


accuse the Democrats who voted for the ratification of the treaty? 
Does he accuse the Democrats who voted to appro] riate the 
$20,000,000 as guilty of some wrong, or Sose he defend and try to 
excuse the conduct of his party by the fact that they were found 
in good c ompany when these things took place? 

Now, which is the propos ition? These Democrats voted wrong 
or they voted right. If they voted wrong, you voted wrong with 
them; if they voted right, you voted right with them. Now, are 
you excusing or defending yourself? [Laughter on the De 
cratic side. | Who is 


running away? 
When the treaty was ratified no man } 
pose of the Republican party or of any 
citizenship was to hold the Philippine Island 
bayonet. No man proclaimed then any 
making a howling wilderness and leaving s 
ness the bloody corpses of men, 


women, and c 
est offense was that they fought for liberty 
Nobody proclaimed that. 
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Maine could not have meant that. 
<aid in the wild exuberance of his enthusiasm, in the exultation 
with which he was exploiting something, through the feeling upon 
him of the necessity of magnifying and expanding, because he 
has too good an intellect to mislead him into the belief that he 
was really intending to talk so. His intellect is altogether too 
«ood for him to have intended to say anything about it. The 
centleman really, I think, made his remark about Schley without 
thought and without meaning. He did not think, but he talked, 
and unfortunately he slandered an American hero when he did it. 
| Applause on the Democratic side. ] ‘ 

Mr. Chairman, if all of us could be as safe in history and as 
prominent in history as Admiral Schley; if there could be attrib- 
uted to us no shortcomings and no evidence of cowardice which 
may not be attributed to him; if we might be credited with the 
same candor and the same manliness that he displayed, and if by 
any possibility our services to our country could be as valuable 
and as glorious to all our fellow-citizens as his, and if a page of 
the world’s history could be illumined by anything which we 
might do to a thousandth part of the extent to which it has been 
gloriously illumined by what he did, fortunate indeed would we 
be! Lam satisfied that the gentleman from Maine would do well— 
not justice to Schley and Schley’s record, because Schley and 
Schley’s record and Schley’s achievements are far above the reach 
of flippant words or evil designs—by doing justice to himself, so 
that he will not pose as the slanderer of Schley. 

Sut I notice that my time is slipping on, and I am really de- 


sirous to yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLM- | 


step] for the question which he wishes to ask. 
Mr. OLMSTED. I simply wish to ask the gentleman from 
Missouri if, when, on the 29th of April, 1898, himself, his col- 


league, and 129 others upon that side of the Chamber voted | 


against the bill to provide the revenues for the expenditure 
necessary to carry on the war, they were not running away from 
the war into which they had dragged us ‘*‘ by the scruff of the 
oan 
neces 
Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I did not know that so 
soon and by such direct evidence the real charity that was in my 


mind and my heart when I tried to keep the gentleman in his | 


seat would be exemplified and established so completely. [Laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side. ] 

Now, the gentleman’s conception of the importance of these 
questions, of the bearing of this incident upon that proposition, 
if the relation of this fact to that theory, has been demonstrated 
by himself to be so peculiar, and his understanding of running 
away so remarkable, that I think even he, upon cooler reflection, 
and perhaps with the aid of friends making suggestions, will 
reach the conclusion that I did him far more kindness than he 
has done for himself. No, I do not think we ran away from any- 
ln dv. 


by his principles, I do not think the man who tries to be American 
as our forefathers were American, who tries to have regard for 
the Constitution as they had regard for it, who tries to respect 
the Declaration of Independence as they respected it, who tries to 


respect the rights of man as the noblest and greatest and loftiest | 


and purest in our own land and all lands have done, is running away 
from anything. 
thing, but I do not think that the truckling policy which began 


vith wanting a coaling station, which later on reached out and | 


got the cession of the islands, is particularly commendable. 
Oh, yes, we could dispose of the matter nicely. We did not 


want the islands; we did not want them; we did not wish to ac- 


quire territory; we were magnanimous and generous; and then 
step by step, little by little, we are filching away the rights of 
people as a thief in the night filches away property. It may not 
be running away from things, but it certainly is reaching into 
things which had better be left alone. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It isrunning away with things. 
Mr. DE ARMOND. It is running away with principle after 
pelf. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
|Here the hammer fell. } 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Sec. 36. That where an adverse claim is filed during the period of publi- 
on it shall be upon oath of the person or persons making the same, and 
hall show the nature, boundaries, and extent of such adverse claim, and all 
roceedings, except the yonicotien of notice and making and filing of the 
liGavit thereof, shall be stayed until the controversy shall have been 
tled or decided by a court of competent jurisdiction or the adverse claim 
waived. It shall be the duty of the adverse claimant, within thirty days 
er filing his claim, to commence proceedings in a court of competent juris- 
‘ction to determine the question of the right of possession, and 






prosecute 


the same with reasonable diligence to final judgment, and a failure so to do | 


shall be a waiver of his adverse claim. After such judgment shall have been 
rendered the party entitled to the possession of the claim, or any portion 
thereof, may, without giving further notice, file a certified copy of the judg- 
ment roll with the Philippine bureau of public lands, together with the cer- 
— ate of the commissioner of mines that the requisite conditions prescribed 
Y this act have been complied with, whereupon the whole proceedings and 
the judgment roll shall be certified by the chief of the Philippine bureav of 
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public lands, to the secretary of the interior for the Philippine Islands, and 
a patent shall issue thereon for the claim, or such portion thereof as the ap- 
plicant shall appear, from the decision of the court, rightly to possess 

The adverse claim may be verified by the oath of any duly authorized 
agent or attorney in fact of the adverse claimant cognizant of the facts 
stated; and the adverse claimant, if residing or at the time being beyond the 
limits of the province or military department wherein the claim is situated, 
may make oath to the adverse claim before the clerk of any court of record 
or any notary public of any province or military department of said islands, 
or any other officer authorized to administer oaths where the adverse claim 
ant may then be. If it appears from the decision of the court that several 
parties are entitled to separate and different portions of the claim, each 
party may pay for his portion of the claim, with the proper fees, and file the 
certificate and description by the chief of the Philippine bureau of public 
lands, whereupon he shall certify the proceedings and judgment roll to the 
secretary of the interior for said islands. asin the preceding case, and patents 
shall issue to the several parties according to their respective right If in 
any action brought pursuant to this section, title to the ground in contro- 
versy shall not be established by either party, the court shall so find, and 
<“ shall be entered accordingly. In such case costs shall not be al- 
owed to either party, and the claimant shall not proceed in the office of the 
secretary of the interior for said islands, or be entitled to a patent for the 
ground in controversy until heshall have perfected his title. Nothing herein 
contained sball be construed to prevent the alienation of a title conveyed by 
a patent for a mining claim to any person whomsoever. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair,-Mr. GiLLett of Massachusetts, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
5. 2295, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that so much of the order as requires a recess at this time 
under which the House and the committee are acting may be 
vacated. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that so much of the order governing the considera- 
tion of this bill as requires the recess to be taken from 5 o'clock 
until 8 p. m. be vacated. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, I would like to ask the gentleman what his ob- 
ject is? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The object is to pass the bill to- 
night. We have a very full attendance. We have nearly com- 
pleted the bill, and I think we can get to a vote easily in an hour. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That will not doaway with the 
night session. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes; it will. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iwill state to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that the final adjournment of this session of Congress will prob- 
ably depend upon the final disposition of this bill. It is quite 
essential that we should get it into conference as soon as possible. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand that; but if 
it takes an hour longer to complete the reading of the bill, and 
then we have two yea-and-nay votes, it will keep us here until 7 
o’clock and after, and I shall object. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
will save us time in the future. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. For myself I donot tnink 
that we could get through before 7 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the Clerk reports 
that he can finish the reading of the bill in fifteen minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understood it would take 
an hour longer. Iam not going to interfere with the minority 
members of the Insular Committee. If they desire to go on to- 
night, I have no objection. I was objecting for my own gratifi- 
cation, and I wili not press my own wishes in the matter, if they 
desire to conclude the bill to-night, though I am quite sure if we 
have two yea-and-nay votes it will be past 7 o'clock before we are 
through. F 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I think the minority members of the 
committee have no objection to the request made by the chair- 
man, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
object. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. 


Oh, no; let us stay here. It 


That being true, I do not 


I will ask the gentleman from Wisconsin 


| whether this will preclude the offering of amendments and the 


brief discussion of amendments that may be offered. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Oh, no. 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 


[After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


GEORGE LEA FEBIGER, 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on War Claims was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 6117) for 
the relief of George Lea Febiger, and the same was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 
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PHILIPPINE GOVERNMENT. 
And then, in pursuance of the special order, the House again 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
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of the Union for the further consideration of the bill (S. 2295) | 


temporarily to provide for the affairs of civil government in the 


Philippine Islands, and for other purposes, with Mr. Gruuett of | 


Massachusetts in the chair. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MUNICIPAL BONDS FOR PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS. 

Sec. 50. That for the purpose of providing funds to construct sewers, to 
furnish adequate sewer and drainage facilities, to secure a sufficient supply 
of water, and to provide all kinds of municipal betterments and improve- 
mentsin municipalities, the government of the Philippine Islands, under such 
limitations, terms, and conditions as it may prescribe, with the consent and 
mee yval of the President of the United States, may permit any municipality 


a 
of said islands to incur indebtedness, borrow money, and to issue and sell (at 


able at such time as may be determined by the government of said islands, 
with interest thereon not to exceed 5 per cent per annum. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 6, page 97, after the word “annum,” add: 

“Provided, That the entire indebtedness of any municipality under this 
section shall not exceed 5 per cent of the assessed valuation of the property 
in said municipality, and any obligation in excess of such limit shall be null 
and void.” ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, in line 6, page 97, I move to 
strike out the word ** five’ and insert the word ** four.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri moves to 
strike out the word “‘five,’’ in line 6, page 97, and to insert the 
word ** four.”’ 

Mr. VANDIVER. 
It seems that this provision is calculated to offer a market for the 
investment of money in bonds. 
just been adopted, fixes the gold standard, which assures the pay- 
ment of those bonds in gold. In every market of the world gold 


bonds can be sold or money can be borrowed at less than 5 per | ; ; : : 
| motion—a motion to strike out and insert. 


cent, and at less, even, than 4 per cent. If we are going to take 
charge of the government of that country, while I am opposed to 
the whole proposition, at the same time I believe that in common 
justice and fairness, even according to the policy of the bill itself, 
there ought not to be provided an exorbitant rate of interest to be 
paid mainly by the natives of the islands. There are various 
other provisions in the bill to which I seriously object. I should 
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islands has been based upon a silver currency. Certainly to 


| change all of that now and to place them upon the gold-standard 


basis must disturb business throughout the islands and bring 
about a most disastrous condition of affairs there. For this 
reason I trust that my amendment to strike out this section wil] 
be adopted. 

I may say to those members of the House who are inclined to be 


| frightened at the skeleton of silver that the Senate bill which we 
| are seeking to amend does not provide for a gold standard in the 


| Philippine Islands. 


On the contrary, the bill which recently 


| passed the Senate recognizes the fact that if we suddenly place 


| perhaps in ruin to the people of those islands. 


these people upon a gold basis it will result in great disaster and 
I trust that the 
gold advocates and supporters of the gold standard in this body 


! : | - ye SI . nang P+ _ £ srests o . a 4 
not less than par value) registered or coupon bonds in such amount and pay- | will not be so forgetful of the interests of th« people in thos 


islands, who, as I have said, have never had any other currency 


| than the silver currency, and whose transactions are all based 


upon a silver currency, as to fix upon them a gold. standard, 


| Surely Republican members of the Senate are no less loyal to the 


Mr. Chairman, I just want to say a word. | 


The previous section, which has | 


gold standard than are those of this House. 
| Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer. if it is in 

order now, and if not, in a minute, after the motion shall have 
been disposed of, a motion to strike out this provision and insert 
the corresponding provision of the Senate bill with relation to 
coinage, and upon that 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to the opinion that 
that should wait until the motion to strike out has been dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. 
strike out. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
opposed to it? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


I would like to be heard on the motion to 
Is the gentleman in favor of the motion or 


I am in favor of the motion. 
The Chair feels that he ought to recognize 


| a member of the Committee. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. I offer this amendment to the gentleman's 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 


| later; but thinks the motion of the gentleman from Virginia 
| should first be disposed of, and then the Chair will recognize the 
| gentleman from Colorado. 


like to oppose the whole proposition; but I, at least, think the | 


condition now under consideration ought to be remedied. It is 


bad enough to undertake to govern those people without their | 


consent; it is still worse to tax them 5 per cent for their internal 
improvements when every other nation on earth borrows money 
at 3 or 4 per cent. 

The amendment of Mr. VANDIVER was rejected. 

The Clerk read as fellows: 

Sec. 51. That all municipal bonds shall be in denominations of $30 or any 
multiple thereof, bearing interest at a rate not exceeding 5 per cent 


num, payable quarterly, such bonds to be payabie at the pleasure of the gov- 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 
upon this section and amendments thereto shall be closed in five 
minutes. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I hope the gentleman will not do that. I 
inquired of the gentleman, when he asked unanimous consent, as 
to whether a fair allowance would be given to the discussion on 
this question, and inasmuch as the Senate has sent over a pro- 


vision of the bill which is not partisan in its nature 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. ILIamend my motion by making it ten 


| minutes. 


er an- | 


ernment of the Philippine Islands, after dates named in said bonds, not less | 


than five nor more than thirty years from the date of their issue, together 


with the interest thereon, in gold coin of the United States of the present | 


standard value, or its equivalent in value in money of said islands, and said 


bonds shall be exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties of the gov- | 


ernment of said islands or of any local authority therein or of the Govern- 
ment of the United States 

Mr. VANDIVER. 
read I move to strike out the word ‘*‘ thirty ’’ and insert the word 
‘*twenty.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri moves to 
strike out the word ‘* thirty,”’in line 12, page 97, and to insert 
the word ** twenty.”’ 

Mr. VANDIVER. One word. If we are to establish this 
system, and give the Philippine Commission authority to issue 
these bonds at an unusually high rate of interest, it seems to me 
we ought to limit them at least that much, and not allow them 
to run for thirty years. 

The amendment of Mr. VANDIVER was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

COINAGE SYSTEM. 
That the gold dollar of the United States, consisting of 25.8 grains 


Sec. 58 


of gold, nine-tenths fine, as defined by section 3511 of the Revised Statutes of | 


the United States, shall be the standard unit of value in the Philippine Islands. 
Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the whole of section 58. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
strike out section 58. 
Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, it must be known to 
every member of this House that for hundreds of years the only 
currency to which the people of the Philippine Islands have been 
accustomed has been a silver currency. This section provides 
that the Philippine Islands shall hereafter be upon the gold 
standard. All of the business transactions of the people of these 


The gentleman from Virginia moves to 


In line 12 of the section that has just been | 


Mr. SHAFROTH. I would like to be recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana moves that 
all debate on this section and amendments thereto be closed in 
ten minutes. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which | 
offer is to strike out section 58 and insert in lieu thereof the first 
| section of the Senate provision, relating to coinage in the Philip- 

pine Islands. 

The House bill provides for the coinage of what is termed a 
light-weight silver coin, redeemable in gold. The Senate Dill 
provides for the coinage of a silver dollar of identically the same 
weight and fineness as the British dollar, and upon identically the 
same terms and conditions as that coin is minted for Hongkong, 
Straits Settlements, and the oriental trade. It continues in exist- 
ence the silver standard, which is now the standard of the Philip 
pine Islands and the Orient. 

I want to call your attention to the fact that the Senate prov- 

| sion relating to coinage was not considered as a partisan matter 

in that body. The Philippine government bill as introduced in 
| the Senate by Senator LopGE contained the identical provisions 
with relation to coinage that the House bill before us for consid- 
eration contains. 

The Senate Committee on the Philippines called before them 
expert witnesses as to the trade and currency of the Orient. They 
were not silver men, but men from New York, who believe in the 
gold standard for the United States, but who have had experience 
in oriental affairs. Mr. George H. Macy is a large tea merchant 
| of New York City, having factories and wholesale houses in most 

of the large cities of China and Japan; Mr. A. M. Townsend, 
| whose place of business is 50 Wall street, New York, is agent o! 
| the Hongkong and Shanghai Bank, which has branches in all 
| the principal cities of China, Japan, India, the Straits Settlements, 
and in the Philippine Islands; Mr. Francis B. Forbes was a mem- 
ber of the firm of Russell & Co., large importers from the Ortent; 
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he lived in China for nearly twenty years, and at one time was 
chairman of the Shanghai General Chamber of Commerce. 

All of these gentlemen testified that, in their judgment, the es- | 
tablishment of the gold standard in the Philippine Islands would 
be a great mistake, both for the United States and for the people | 
of those islands. Mr. Conant, the author of the provisions con- | 
tained in the House bill relating to the currency, also testified be- | 
fore the Senate committee. After the hearing of the evidence | 
and consideration by the committee it was unanimously deter- | 
mined by the Republican members of the Senate committee that 
the money system best suited to the Philippine people and which 
would produce best results, both to the Philippine Islands and the 
United States, was the same system which Great Britain has for 
the Straits Settlements and Hongkong, namely, the coinage of a 
silver dollar of 416 grains nine-tenths fine (which is identical with 
the Mexican dollar circulating in China) from silver bullion pre- 
sented upon payment of 1 per cent. 

I wish to call attention to the significant fact that after the 
hearing of the evidence relating to this subject not only one Re- 
publican Senator changed his views, but every Republican mem- 
ber of that committee came to the conclusion that it was best to 
strike out of the Senate bill the very provisions now urged by 
the House committee, and insert in lieu thereof the very amend- 
ments which I am now offering, and which I propose, as sections | 
are reached, to offer as substitutes for the House provisions. 

I want to call the attention of the Republican members of this 
House to the fact that there are as good gold-standard men upon 
the Senate Committee on the Philippines as can be found any- | 
where in the United States. Senator ALDRICH is a gold-standard 
man; Senator LoDGE is a gold-standard man; Senator BEVERIDGE 
is a gold-standard man; Senator Proctor is a gold-standard man. 

In fact, all of the Republican members of the committee are 
gold-standard men. Senator BEVERIDGE and Senator DIeTRICH, 
of that committee, had visited the Philippine Islands and the 
Orient and examined personally into the needs of the people of | 
those islands for a currency. When these Senators unanimously 
agreed to change the provisions of their own bill and insert the | 
provisions for a silver standard, the reasons must have been over- 
powering. That fact alone ought to make the members of this 
House consider the question from a nonpartisan standpoint and 
not be stampeded by a political cry against silver. 

It is conceded by all writers upon finance that the changing of 
a monetary standard of a nation is a very grave undertaking, and 
should be done only when it is clear that a better system, and 
one that can be successful, could be adopted. ‘ 

The House bill provides for the coinage by the Philippine gov- 
ernment of pesos of weight of 322.1 grains of pure silver: The 
United States silver dollar contains 371.25 grains. The British sil- 
ver dollar for the Orient and the Mexican silver dollar contain 
each 374.2 grains of pure silver. The House bill therefore au- 
thorizes the minting of a light-weight silver coin, and makes it 
redeemable by the Philippine treasury in gold at the ratio of 2 
pesos for one gold dollar. The pretended benefit from such a sil- 
ver peso is that it will remain in the Philippine Islands, because 
it contains less quantity of silver than the Mexican dollar and the 
British dollar, which constitute the principal currency of the | 
Orient. 

The balance of trade is against the Philippine Islands. In the 
last report of the Secretary of War he places the exports from the 
islands as $23,000,000 and the imports to the islands as $30,000,000, 
leaving a balance of trade of $7,000,000 against the islands. A 
balance of trade must be met either by silver or by gold. If we 
make a silver coin for the Philippine Islands, which is so over- 
valued as not to be available for the payment of balances, it will 
necessitate the payment of all balances in gold, and the gold will 
have to be furnished by the government in the Philippines, and 
their only means of getting gold would be from the United 
States, 

The question is, therefore, whether it is better for the United 
States to let the Philippine people settle their balances in silver, | 
which, as the greatest silver-producing country in the world, we | 
desire to sell, or whether we wish to furnish the Philippine gov- 
ernment with the gold necessary to meet their balance, and per- 
haps to meet all the demand of the Orient for that metal. 

In other words, do we wish to facilitate the shipment of gold 
or silver from our shores? Do we wish to deplete either our stock 
of gold or the quantity of gold held in our Treasury? 

Mr. Chairman, gentlemen upon the other side of this Chamber | 
have claimed that we were in the Philippine Islands, not alone | 
for what trade we could get from those people, but for the ad- 
vantages which it would give us in oriental trade. Here at the | 
threshold they propose a monetary system for those islands which | 
they admit can not be used in commerce with the Orient. Great | 
Britain is in the Far East for trade, and in order to facilitate the | 
saine she adopted a monetary system for her provinces in the 
Orient of an open mint for the coinage of a silver dollar identi- ! 
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cal in weight and fineness with the Mexican dollar. Anyone hav- 
ing silver bullion, upon the payment of 1 per cent to the British 
mint, can have coined British dollars, which are a legal tender 
in the Straits Settlements and Hongkong, and which pass cur- 
rent at the same valué in all the Orient. 

The Mexican dollar is not a well-minted coin, the workmanship 
upon it being bad and it varying in weight as much as 1} per 
cent. They are so defective that in large amounts they will be 
received only by weight, whereas the British dollar is received 


| by piece. In China, 11 provinces each coin a different dollar, con- 


taining different devices and different number of grains of silver. 
That makes it impossible for a Chinese coin to circulate beyond 
the border of the province coining the same. Therefore there is 
now a most favorable opportunity of putting into the Orient, 
through the Philippine mint, a dollar which will become the dom- 
inant circulating medium of China. 

The high-class workmanship upon our dollar, together with 
its accuracy in weight, would make it in a short time the pre- 
ferred dollar of the Orient. If it is to the interest of Great 


| Britain, a gold-standard nation, which produces no silver to 


speak of, and whose people must buy silver for coinage, to main- 
tain an open mint for the coinage of that metal, how much 
greater interest have we, the greatest silver-producing nation in 
the world, in creating an open mint for the coinage of a dollar 
which will not only settle balances between the Philippine 
Islands and the world, but which promises to become the coin of 


| the Orient. with its incidental advantages to our trade. Shall 


we surrender such a field to Great Britain without a contest? 
Gentleman say that we tried the experiment of a trade dollar 
in 1873, and it failed. Why did it fail? Because we provided 


| that it should contain 4 grains of silver more than the Mexican 


dollar, which was the one in general circulation in the Orient. 
It made our trade dollar worth nearly 2 cents more than the Mexi- 
can dollar. Who would want to pay debts with a dollar that 
cost 2 cents more than the dollar in general circulation? 

Anyone possessed of the slightest knowledge of political econ- 
omy would know that the dearer dollar could not supersede the 
cheaper in circulation. This is the reason the trade dollar issued 
by our Government was a failure. 

But that is no argument against the issuing of a superior trade 
dollar as against the fact that the one issued by Mexico, which 
country has no possessions whatever in the Orient, and which 
even has not a good port of export, has been a success as a trade 
dollar. 

The experience which we have had in the Philippine Islands in 
tinkering with the currency of that country, by attempting to fix 
a gold equivalent for their peso, has been a failure. We should 
never have attempted to fix the value of 2 pesos as equal to $1 in 
gold, but should have left the value of the two metals to be fixed 
by the general world market, which all banks throughout the 


| world follow. As long as the bullion value of 2 pesos was less 


than 1 gold dollar, the requirement of the Philippine Commission 
upon the banks in Manila to pay 2 pesos for $1 in gold was exceed- 
ingly profitable to the banks, and when the bullion value of 2 sil- 


| ver pesos became more valuable than $1 in gold. 22 *+ 4i4 én 1900, 


the banks refused to exchange pesos for gold. 

When silver rose in 1900, it made 2 pesos more valuable than 
1 gold dollar, which made silver more valuable in China than 
in the Philippine Islands at the two-for-one ratio. That caused 
the exportation of silver from the Philippine Islands. In order to 
overcome that, the Philippine Commission enacted a law impos- 
ing an export tax on pesos and Mexican dollars of 10 per cent. 
That stopped the exportation of the pesos and Mexican dollars; 
but then the balance of trade had to be met in gold, which, even 
if satisfactory to the Philippine people because they could get 
1 gold dollar for 2 pesos from our Government in the Philip- 
pine Islands, made a continual drain on the United States Treas- 
ury for gold to meet balances of trade between the Philippine 
Islands and the Orient. 

Since that time silver has declined in value, so that now the 
ratio of one gold dollar for two pesos is no longer attempted to 
be imposed. Chinese brokers in Manila are giving two pesos and 
a quarter for a dollar in gold, and shipping that gold to China. 

In the same way, if you attempt to fix by law, as in this bill, a 
currency which is redeemable in gold by the Government, you 
are bound to get into the difficulty of either giving the people an 
inadequate silver currency, or of making the Philippine treasury 
the gold-supply depot for the Orient. 

Any system that makes one metallic money redeemable in an- 
other is an absurdity and is bound to be temporary. Whena 
silver coin is made redeemable in gold it becomes simply a prom- 
ise to pay gold. How absurd to stamp promises to pay upon as 
dear material as silver when just as good and binding promises 
can be printed upon paper at no appreciable cost. To say that 
such a currency is anything but temporary is ridiculous. No cur- 
rency can be permanent unless it automatically responds to the 
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demands of commerce, such as is given by an open mint for 
rold 
ard nation. Any other monetary system requires continual leg- 
islative tinkering in order to meet the legitimate demands of 
commerce and the people, and in order to extricate the Govern- 
ment from the complications arising from an artificial system. 

Gentlemen have 
system of currency for the Philippine Islands as is now in 
in India. If so, they had better hesitate before enacting 
‘se provisions into law. It is by no means conceded, even in 

igland, that the Indian currency experience has been satisfac- 
tory. Many of her most prominent statesmen and financiers, 
including Sir Robert Giffin, have condemned it as bad and tem- 
porary. 

The Right Honorable Lord Aldenham, director of the Bank of 
England, a gold-standard man, in his testimony before the India 
currency committee in 1899, said: 

Itis to my mind a necessity of a good standard that it should be automatic; 
that the needs of comme hould be supplied by commerce itself. Now,in 
the place of that, the closing of the Indian mints substituted a managed cur- 
! the Goy- 
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ney. Instead of being automatic, you may say it was autocratic; 
ernm< 1as under the present system, and would have under the proposed 
system, to settle what amount of currency is needed for the people. It 
should regulate itself by the needs of commerce. The currency existing in 





rom the metallic value of the rupee and is dependent 
It is, in fact, a forced currency, a debased currency. 


rupees is divorced f 
only upon the face values 

Mr. George Handasyde Dick, president of the Chamber of Com- 
merce and Manufactures in the city of Glasgow, Scotland, in De- 
cember, 1901, published a statement with relation to the Indian 
currency, which contains the following: 

The foregoing are horns of the dilemma upon which the currency policy 

f india is impaled 

The first is, all history and experience show that there is nothing so detri- 
mental to the progress and well being of a nation as an artificial currency 
“managed” and unduly limited. This is illustrated to-day by the prosperity 
enjoyed by the silver-currency countries where the currency is allowed to 
expand automatically in comparison with the present agricultural and com- 
mercial adversities of India with her limited currency. It is also illustrated 
by the recent phenomenal prosperity in America, following upon an increase 
in her legal-tender money, since March of last year, of about $20,000,000. 

Mexico is said to be suffering from scarcity of her coin, due to an unusual 
demand for it from the Far East. The other dilemma is that the govern- 






ment of India dare not allow its silver currency to increase without 
check, because any such considerable increase might at once upset the ex- 
change between India and London. 


It is therefore submitted that the present policy of the Indian govern- 
ment to maintain India’s foreign exchanges by limiting the supply of the 
tal money which India will circulate of India’s 


is Subversive 








The two objec ther, and mutu- 
ally destructive 
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ts aimed at are incompatible with one an 





n with the gold currency which Japan had its export has completely 
ized her trade. Consider the prosperity of China’s trade now, with 
estricted silver money, in comparison with the position in Japan 
s recently paid an enormous indemnity to Japan, and stands bound 
) pay an enormous indemnity to the allied countries who recently attacked 
her; but her trade continues good. 


* * * * 





lier part of this paper, it is failure and not 


From what appears in the ear 
! set up a gold standard and cur- 


recess that has attended the attempt to 
rency in India. 

The difficulty with the House provisions is that it starts the 
Government into the banking business by making one currency 
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in a gold-standard country, and for silver in a silver-stand- | 
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and the course would be for the Government continually at its own 
to send gold there, and it would be exported for the benefit of the 


exporter. 


cent, 





The statement that the currency of the House bill would facili- 
tate exchange between the United States and the Philippine 


| Islands is about the only sound argument of the opposition, and 


referred to the fact that we are adopting the | 


that amounts to very little, for China has no difficulty in either 
receiving pay for goods exported or in paying for goods imported. 
The rate of exchange may be slightly higher than it would with 
the Philippines under such a system, but the difference would 
not amount to one-half of 1 per cent. Under the provisions of 
an open mint, for a dollar of the same weight and fineness as the 
British dollar and the Mexican dollar there will be no complica- 
tions whatever with the government of the Philippine Islands, as 
it will not be necessary to maintain a gold reserve or enter into 
the banking business. 

The Government, when it pays its soldiers and officers, can 
pay them at their option either in gold or in the American- 
Philippine, the British, or the Mexican dollar, at the bullion 
value of that dollar, as the banks in Manila now pay the same, 
and can suffer no material loss in so doing. 

The coinage of the silver dollar provided in the Senate bill will 
provide an automatic currency for the Philippine Islands, respon- 
sive to the demands of commerce—good at the same value not 
only among the people, but in payment of foreign exchange; not 
only at home, but in the Orient. 

It will create a currency which, in my judgment, will become 
the principal circulating medium not only of the ‘Philippine 
Islands, but of the entire Orient, thereby giving incidental advan- 
tages in trade and supplying a demand for the silver of America 
for nearly all the circulating medium of China. For these rea- 
sons I maintain that the Senate provisions relating to currency 
should be substituted for the corresponding provisions of the 
House bill. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, the statement that has been made 
that the Philippines have been on a silver basis for three hundred 
years is without foundation of fact. The same statement was 
made in the Senate report on this bill, whereas as matter of fact 
up to 1884 they were on a gold standard, and the mint at Manila 
coined $20,000,000 gold prior to that time. It was driven out by 
the bringing in of the Mexican silver dollar, the cheaper money, 
which under the fall of silver has gradually driven out the gold. 
These facts can be substantiated absolutely by the report of the 
Schurman Commission, on pages 144 to 147, inclusive. 

Mr. Chairman, I would be glad if we had time to discuss the 
merits of this bill rather than politics, and to take up the considera- 
tion of this question. If we could do so, I would offer as a sub- 


| stitute for the proposition in the bill, the use of American money, 


| lived in the East ten years. 


redeemable in another, and thereby starts the endless chain upon | 


the gold reserve of the Philippine treasury. 
Philippine government to sell drafts on our Government. It 
necessitates the Philippine government to provide a gold reserve 
and to maintain it at all times against the endless chain, not only 
for use in the islands, but also to meet balances of trade. It sets 
d depot where gold can be obtained more favorably than 
any other point in the Orient, and consequently is likely to be- 
ne the yply for all the demands of the Orient upon that 
tal without any compensating advantages. 

if gentlemen say the Philippine government can refuse to re- 
deem silver in gold, we answer, so could our Government have 
refused to pay greenbacks in gold, but it never did it, even when 
we had to borrow gold to maintain the reserve. 
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It even permits the | 


Mr. Townsend in his testimony before the Senate committee | 


clearly illustrates the working of that system: 


Mr. TOWNSEND. At certain times and in certain conditions of trade the 












But I want to reply to the remarks made by the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. SHAFROTH] in his statement in regard to the way 
in which the provisions for the free coinage of silver in the Senate 
bill got there. There was a hearing before the Senate committee 
of three persons, one was the manager of the British and Hong- 
kong Bank, a gentleman who is to-day residing in England, who 
Another gentleman was a tea mer- 
chant from Shanghai, and a third presented the views embodied 
in the bill now before the House. 

I wish to call attention to this one fact, and leave this proposi- 
tion to the House of Representatives and with the country, as to 
the effect of the provisions of the Senate bill. It provides for the 
coinage of a dollar to circulate at its bullion value, and the gen- 
tleman from Colorado says it isa success; that Mr. Townsend, 
the president of the British Hongkong Bank, said there had been 
110,000,000 of those dollars coined and circulated in the Orient. 
The gentleman from Colorado, when he returned from his trip to 
Manila, told me in conversation that the British Hongkong Bank 
manager at Manila told him that bank alone on its own account 
had coined 64,000,000 of that 110,000,000 dollars. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The bank in all its branches. 

Mr. HILL. The average profit must have been at least 6 per 
cent, or over three and a half million dollars. You adopt the 
Senate proposition and what will be the result? December last 
silver had gone from 2 to 1 in Manila down to 2.474 to 1 now, and 
there has been a loss on the Chinese indemnity alone of 70,000,000 
taels by shrinkage of the war indemnity in less than one year. 
What would be the effect on Philippine business interests? There 
is not a paper that comes from Manila to-day but is begging tor 
relief, I have papers from there saying that the first thing they 
want, over and above civil government, over and above ming 


| laws, is American money. That is what they want and that 1s 


Philippines would have to export a certain amount of bullion in the absence 
merchandise, and the 40-cent silver dollar could not be sent away, because 
s worth 50 cents in Manila and worth only 40 cents outside. So it could 
be sent away. If you have the silver dollar you would have to take it 
and get the more valuable gold and send the gold away, and the difficulty 
i be for the treasury to keep up the redemption fund. 
Senator BEVERIDGE. So you figure that there would be a constant loss to 
the Government of 10 cents on each redemption? 
Mr. TOWNSEND. There would not be a loss, as the Government would not 
te the silver coin for less than 50 cents and they would give 50 cents for it. | 
The loss to the Government would be in maintaining the gold reserve. The | 
tendency would be all the time to redeem the silver dollars and to send away | 
the gold which was received for them, and the expense to the Government 
wou » in continually keeping up that reserve. The laying down of the 
American gold dollar in the Philippines to keep up that reserve means a cost 
of freight, insurance, and interest which I calculate amounts to about 1} per 


what we want to put there, gentlemen. . 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Do not these letters and cry come from the 
American Chamber of Commerce in the Philippines? F 
Mr. HILL. The American Chamber of Commerce! W hy, I 
have papers from all over there; here they are on my desk. 
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will also put in the RecorpD extracts from the Washington Post 
and the Times, beginning with last December and coming down 
to a dispatch from Manila dated May 25, showing conditions there 
and emphasizing their demand for American money: 

The United States Philippine Commission has passed an act authorizing 
the insular purchasing agent to draw money in gold for the payment of sup- 
purchased, as the merchants refuse to sell goods for Mexican silver. 

A general feeling of uneasiness prevails among the business men of Manila 
from the unofficial announcement that beginning January 1 the United 
States Philippine Commission intends to reduce, by the difference of the fall 
in the price of silver, the present ratio of two Mexican dollars for one gold 
lar. It is hoped, however, that some solution of the difficulty may be 


} 


ac 

found which may obviate this necessity, as, for instance, the taxing of each 
silver dollar imported into the islands by the difference between its actual 
bullion price and 50 cents in gold, until such time as the United States Con- 
gress gives authority for the issuance of a Philippine currency. 


TROUBLE OVER FINANCES—VALUE OF MEXICAN DOLLARS STILL AGITATES 
MANILA MERCHANTS. 

A dispatch from Manila yesterday says: Numerous meetings of merchants 
and others have been held recently, at which resolutions were passed urgently 
requesting Congressional action to meet the financial situation here. Since 
the ratio was officially changed, January 1, for the first quarter of 1902, to be 
$2.10 Mexican silver to one American gold dollar, business transactions of 
any sort have become difficult. 

The majority of the business houses have raised their prices 5 to 10 per 
cent, and some houses refuse to accept any but American coins, which are 
difticult to obtain owing to the vast speculative shipments of coin during the 
t few months. Some banksrefuse to recognize the government ratio and 
are fixing their own ratio at one American gold dollar to two Mexican sil- 
ver dollars. Even the government's American employees, whose salaries 
are payable in Mexican dollars, object to the change, owing to the large in- 
crease in prices. 

The leading banks refuse to handle government checks, not because they 
have any doubt of obtaining the money, but because of the frequent long 
delays over trifling irregularities. The postal authorities refuse to accept 
Mexican dollars for American dollars at any ratio. 






AMERICAN MONEY WANTED—THE PHILIPPINE TREASURY FACE TO FACE | 


WITH A SERIOUS CONDITION. 
The Secretary of War has forwarded to the Senate Committee on the Phil- 
ippines the following cablegram from Acting Governor Wright, of the Phil- 
ippines, concerning the condition of the treasury of the Philippine govern- 


\fter making available in United States money aperepeietions immedi 
ately necessary, there is left in the insular treasury about $600,000 money of 
United States. Practically none is being received from customs or inter- 


1 evenues; must very soon face the question obtaining enough next month 
to pay obligations payable in only money of the United States; request sug- 
gestions as to method of obtaining money of the United States; can pay for 


it only Mexican dollars; can advertise for bids to furnish gold, payment to 

made in Mexican currency, or can raise ratio so high that customs and in- 
ternal-revenue receipts will be gold; either method highly objectionable, and 
would greatly deplete treasury balance. Price of gold at local banks to-day 
is $1 for $2.41 Mexican, but no large orders can be filled.” . 


MANILA FEELS NEED OF CURRENCY REFORM 
WHOLE S¥S8STEM A CURSE 
TIONS 


BUSINESS MEN DECLARE THE 
A SERIOUS CHECK ON LEGITIMATE TRANSAC- 


MANILA, May 26, 1902. 

The currency difficulties have reached a stage where the whole system is 
generally considered a curse by the business men. In interviews the largost 
f of merchants here absolutely condemned the continuance of the pres- 
ent silver standard or anything similar, declaring it a heavy drawback to the 
prosperity and development of the country. 

s impossible to conduct legitimate business by means of the present 
im. To make time contracts under present conditions is to enter upon 
ematical ventures, while large transactions of any kind are absolutely 
ited. The shifting standard kills business, and nobody except the 
and exchange speculators derives any benefit. 
tion by Congress fixing a standard is urgently imperative. In addition 
t e merchants, thousands of civil employees are monthly losing on their 
remittances to the United States, which is causing much dissatisfaction. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, Is there a bank in the city of Manila that 
asks for it? 

Mr. HILL. There never was on the face of the earth such a 
mouumental specimen of adolescent statesmanship as that coming 
over from the Senate which the gentleman wants to introduce 
into this bill. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. | 
It is in violation of every sense of political honor, in violation of 
the vote of the Republican party in this country over and over 


+ 
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again. I have got here a letter from Governor Hunt, from Porto 
fico, stating his position on the Porto Rican matter, that I will 
not read now, but I will putin the Recorp with my remarks, I 
asked him: ‘* What would you do in the Philippines in view of 
experience in Porto Rico?’’ And he said, referring to 


Porto Rico and their experiences: ‘‘I think the use of American 
I ’ was entirely advisable.’’ The letter is as follows: 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
5 San Juan, P. R., April 1, 1902. 
1. J. AIL, 


I } 
Sanking and Currency Committee, 
House of Representatives, Washington,D. C. 

Y DEAR Sir: Your letter of March 18, in respect to the question of cur- 

re eir ulating medium for the vee Islands, was duly received, and 
t pleasure in replying to some of the questions you suggest. 

ist always be remembered that the change of money in Porto Rico 

it to the so-called Foraker law, which was the act of Congress cre- 

civil government in Porto Rico, was effected a year after the terri- 

ricane of 1899 and less than two years after the change of sovereignty. 

hurricane had left a great deal of ruin and misery behind it, and the 

cf were generally disheartenedand poor. Inaddition tothis, the issuance 

* Tations, Which had been undertaken as a relief measure immediately 
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after the hurricane in August, 1699, was only discontinued July 15, 1900, or 
fifteen days before the change of currency occurred 

There was considerable apprehension on the part of the people and some 
little misunderstanding. In some places storekeepers closed their shops, be- 
cause there was little or no American money to ~ had on August 1 in the 
ee, towns where such action was had and because they feared that 
*orto Rican money would only be taken at its bullion value after that date. 

Market people, omnibus drivers, street venders, storekeepers, and house 
owners could not understand that the new American dollar ought to have a 
greater purchasing power than the Porto Rican peso, and it was because of 
this misunderstanding and apprehension that on August 1 persons who had 
charged a peso for an article asked and received an American dollar. 

Omnibus fares, which were 10 centavos on July 31, were 10 cents on Au- 
gustl. Wages were raised considerably, and some mild strikes occurred, 
but through compromise these were adjusted ina few days, and there was 
less labor trouble than I had thought there would be. Rentals rose, and a 
dollar was exacted after August 1 for every peso that had been collected 
the month before. 

Naturally, business was much disturbed for a short time, but the dis- 
turbed conditions were soon adjusted with some relation to American 
money. I think it can be safely said, however, that there never has been, in 








| all respects, an entire readjustment; rents, for instance, never having gone 


defeated in this country withso much trouble and at the expense of such 
| confusion, discredit, and loss. Nor is there any reason to suppose that the 
scheme will work any less badly in the Philippines than here. We shall 
await the text of the bill for further comment, and shail be impatient to see 
the explanation of the committee as to its provisions. As reported the plan 


back to what they were prior to August 1, 1900. Wages are somewhat 
higher than they were prior to that time, but, generally speaking, all prices 
have risen in Porto Rico within the past eighteen months, as all conditions 
have much improved. 

The general result has been good, though the period of disturbed condi- 
tions was bad while it lasted. But it is a satisfaction to the people to know 
that they use the same money circulated in the main country and can trans- 
act business with a facility because of this fact. 

I think, therefore, that the change was desirable, but that a preferable 
method of effecting it might have been had by a more gradual retirement of 
Porto Rican money through agencies such as United States depositaries. 
The people being unaccustomed to sudden changes did not prepare for that 
which came. 

I think the use of American money was entirely advisable. 

I remain, sir, very respectfully, 





WILLIAM H. HUNT, G: . 
I also insert letter from E. L. Arnold, cashier of the American 
Bank in San Juan, Porto Rico: 


AMERICAN COLONIAL BANK OF PoRTO Rico 
San Juan, August 15, 1901, 
CHARLES A. CONANT, Esq., 
Special Commissioner to Philippine Islands, Manila. 

DEAR Sik: Yours of the 25th July came duly to hand. The change in cur- 
rency in this island was made easily and comparatively quickly and did not 
result in hardship to the people to any great extent. At first the smaller 
merchants were disposed to ask dollars in place of pesos for their wares, but 
competition in business soon stopped that. Wages have risen slightly, but 
not as a result of the change of moneys, the cause being purely the resul : 
better conditions and greater profits among the agricultural classes, 
with the coffee growers. 

With them the destruction of crops,and in many cases of whole planta- 
tions, by the hurricane of 1899 has cheapened the price of labor. We do not 





think that harm resulted to anyone, save temporarily in a few cases, through 
change of money, and it has removed the fluctuation of value in the money 
of the country. American currency was at a premium most of the t »and 


values changed as much as 2 per centinasingle day. There is no more of 

that, much to our relief, and the people here appreciate the change from 

their cheap money to one that passes current the world over. We trust the 

same plans may be carried out in all of ‘‘ Uncle Sam's ” new domini 

does a good deal toward Americanizing the people of the country. 
Truly, yours, 





E. L. ARNOLD, Casi : 

Now, what we should do, gentlemen, is to do what we did at 
Porto Rico, what we are doing in Hawaii. Take up every coin; 
put our own money there. Can we doit? I say it is easier to do 
that than anything else, easier even than the proposition of this 
committee, for American money is there already and must be 
driven out to make room for acheaper currency. I willinsert in 
the Recorp editorial comments of the New York Times, New York 
Jeurnal of Commerce, and New York Evening Post upon this 
proposition: 

[From the New York Times. ] 
THE PHILIPPINE CURRENCY. 

The plan for coinage and currency in the Philippines;which is included in 
the bill for the government of the islands reported to the Senate r 
very thorough discussion. 
mistaken plan. _ , 

In substance, it proposes unlimited coinage of silver dollars of 416 ¢ 
nine-tenths fine, to be legal tender in the islands. It addsa provision of no 
great importance for silver certificates of not less than $10 in denomination. 
Then there is to be a subsidiary coinage, which is to be furnished from any 
of the mints in the United States. The standard dollars, it will be noted, are 
of a weight a little greater than that of a United States dollar and a little 
less than that of the trade dollar which was tried some years ago. 

It is difficult to see in what this scheme of coinage dilfers in the least, e3 
cept in the weight of the dollar, from the scheme of free coinage which was 


juires 


On the face of the report, it isa defective and 


rains, 


is mischievous. 


[From the Journal of Commerce. ] 

It seems incredible that after all of our experience with silver, after the 
success which has attended the struggle for the gold standard, and after the 
adoption of the gold standard by India and Japan, any considerable number 
of gentlemen in Congress should still be determined to maintain the silver 
standard inthe Philippines. It is in the last degree discreditable if any of 
them think they can provide a market for silver for the benefit of our mine 


owners and regardless of the well-being of our dependency. Aside from the 
immorality of this, a recollection of recent events ought to satisfy any per- 


son that it is ridiculous. The Philippines do not use over 30,000,000 silver dol- 
lars, and that is not an annual consumption; it is a total circulation of coins, 
the greater part of which endure for years, 
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In view of the failure of our trade dollar of 1873 no one can count confi- 
dently upon a Philippine doliar displacing the Mexican and British dollars in 
the Orient. From 1578 to 1898 this country took from $20,000,000 to $55,000,000 
of silver off the market every year, and yet we failed to sustain the price of 
silver; only for a few months after the passage of the “Sherman ™ Act did it 
advance. Anything the Philippines could Co would be insignificant com 

ared with our futile effort to“ bull “the market. The Philippines may well 
on easilver currency. We have a paper currency, but the silver standard 
ought not to be thought of. It would hurt our trade as much, proportion- 
ately, as that of the islands. 


{From the Journal of Commerce, June 5. 

It is incomprehensible that the Senate should have passed a bill establish- 
ing the silver standard in the islands. It is the more astonishing that it 
should have done so in a bill which provides that the bonds to be issued for 
the acquisition of the friars’ lands and the local improvement bonds to be 
issued by municipalities shall be gold bonds. In the face of all the experi- 
ence we have had in twenty-five years, and all the experience of Mexico and 
India and other countries, the Senate has voted to establish in our islands a 
silver standard currency and gold obligations. Nothing could be more in- 
jurious; nothing could more insolently defy the teachings of reason and ex- 
perience and contradict the conclusions reached by the American people 
after a generation of agitation. 


[From the New York Evening Post. ] 

The question what kind of money we shall sanction in the Philippines 
ought to be determined in harmony with the world’s progress, and not in 
conflict with it—that is, in favor of the gold standard. A few yearsago Japan 
was confronted with the same question. She had nominally the double 
standard, but actually the single silver standard. In order to keep pace with 
civilized nations, she found it necessary to adopt the gold standard. The 
market ratio between silver and gold at the time when she decided to take 
this step was 32 tol. She accordingly decreed that the gold yen should bear 
that relation to the silver yen as to past contracts, and that for the future 
gold should be coined in unlimited quantities for private individuals, but that 
silver should be coined only on Government account 

The plan was carried out successfully, and no harm was done to anybody. 
The experience of India isno less useful asa guide. Thatcountry has passed 
successfully from the single silver standard to the single gold standard by 
taking as a basis and point of departure the actual market value of the two 
metals at the time when the change was decided upon—16 pence per rupee. 
The coinage of rupees was pr yhibited except on Government account, the 
English sovereign was mace legal tender in India at that ratio, and gold 
coinage for private persons was authorized at the Indian mints in unlimited 
amounts. There is no occasion for a special coinage for the Philippine Is- 
lands. A special silver coinage would be a step backward. It would be an 
injury in the long run to the Filipinos, and would tend to a recrudescence of 
silverism in the United States 

I also insert a letter, published in the New York Tribune on 
June 2, from Dr. James C. Hallock, an expert on the subject of 
coinage, calling attention to the effect which this new Philippine 
coinage will have on our own monetary circulation. It is as fol- 
lows: 

[New York Daily Tribune, Monday, June 2, 1902.] 
PROPOSED FILIPINO COINS—PESSIMISTIC VIEW OF A CORRESPONDENT ON 
THE EFFECT OF PENDING BILL. 
To the Editor of the Tribune 

Srr: Counterfeiting is a serious charge to make against any nation, par- 
ticularly against one’sown. On Tuesday next, June 3, the Senate will doubt- 
less vote for the issue of seven more coins of the United States, to wit: An- 
other r dollar, another 50-cent piece, a 20-cent piece, another 10-cent 
piece, another nickel 5-cent piece, another bronze cent, and a half cent. 

But the United States Government will nowhere receive the new dollar 
for a dollar, nor the 50-cent piece for half a dollar, nor the 20-cent piece for 
one-fifth of a dollar, nor the 10-cent piece for a dime, nor the 5-cent piece for 
half a dime, nor the cent for a cent, nor the half cent for half a cent. The 
metal in these queer coins will be the same as in the present pieces of similar 
denominations. In none will the weight be less: inthe dollar and cent it will 
be more. The new coins will be practically identical with the old. How- 
ever, as the United States Government will not receive them in payment 
outside of the Philippines, they willreally be frauds in America, counterfeits 
of United States coin, and none the less so because the Government will be 
the « nterfeiter. 

As soon as the United States Government shall go into the business of 

ounterfeiting, private counterfeiters will change their methods. They will 
no longer expose themselves to severe penalties of fine and imprisonment by 
‘etly counterfeiting United States coin, but with perfect safety procure 
unterfeits which the Government will make and put them into our 

The new pieces being coined for use in the Philippines, where 

ernment will receive the new dollar for the value of the silver in it 

w 40 cents), and the other coins in proportion, these reformed counter- 
‘eiters and rs will be able to procure there through brokers at the rate 


of 40 cents on t 1] 


live 


he dollar 

In my letter published in the Tribune on April 14, 1902, attention was called 
to the new trade dollar proposed by the Senate Committee on the Philip- 
pines. The currency of the other trade dollar coined under the act of 1873 
and its finalredemption under the act of 1887 show that such a piece will en- 
ter into our circulation to a large extent, and thatafter people have suffered 
from its intrusion for a number of years Congress will grant relief by au- 
thorizing and directing its redemption. This will surely be the outcome of 
the coinage of the new pieces and their introduction into our domestic cir- 
culation 
At first‘some difficulty may be met with in introducing the new dollar, for 
people, remembering the aynoyanceand loss which the other trade dollar occa- 
sioned, may be somewhat on their guard. There are, on the other hand, 
of the new pieces which will enter into our circulation as if greased. 
They are the 50-cent piece and 10-cent piece, which will contain silver of the 
same weight and fineness as our half dollar and dime, and the 5-cent piece, 
containing the same weight of nickel as our current nickel. Who is going to 

I amine every half dollar, dime, and nickel tendered to see if it be 
marked *Filipino?’’ These are the pieces that will be incessantly pushed 
upon us with the greatest industry. 

Brokers will get the 50-cent piece in the Philippines for 20 cents, the 10- 
cent piece for 4 cents, the nickel for 2 cents, to put them into circulation 
here at a profit of 150 per cent. Every $1,000,000 introduced will mean a 
profit of $600,000 to private parties and no profit to the Government, but 
only shame, disgrace, and curses for its stupidity in issuing such counter- 
feits of its own coin. There will also be vexatious annoyance from palming 
off the 20-cent piece for a quarterand the half centforacent. The new cent, 


thre 
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two-thirds larger than our current cent, thus indicating a substantial differ. 
ence in weight, will not suffer in public estimation on that score and wil] 
readily circulate. 

If this most unwise duplication of our current coins is carried into effect 
to prov ide the Philippine Islands with United States coin, millions of them 
will be brought to this country and circulated here. Two years hence no 
one will be able to tell what United States coins he has in his pocket or his 
till unless he shall have carefully scrutinized every one upon its receipt 
Few people will take that trouble. 

JAMES C. HALLOCK. 

WESTMINSTER, CONN., May 31, 1902 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Then you are not in favor of the provision 
of the committee's bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut has expired. 

Mr. HILL. Iask for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Iam willing, if five minutes be allowed on 
this side. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the adoption of the 
motion of the gentleman from Virginia to strike out the section. 
The motion was not agreed to, there being—ayes 45, noes 84. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out section 58 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“That the Philippine government is hereby authorized to establish a mint 
at the city of Manila, in the ne Islands, for coinage purposes, and the 
coins hereinafter authorized may be coined at said mint. And the said gov 
ernment is hereby authorized to enact laws necessary for such establish 
ment: Provided, That the laws of the United States relating to mints and 
coinage, so far as applicable, are hereby extended to the coinage of said 
islands 7 

Mr. HILL. I desire to offer an amendment as a substitute. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. lLask that ten minutes be allowed for de- 
bate—five minutes on each side. It seems to me that where a 
proposition of this kind has come to this House from the Senate 
it is entitled to serious consideration. [Cries of ** Regular or- 
der! *’] 

The amendment of Mr. SHAFROTH was rejected, there being— 
ayes 55, noes 89. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 59. That there shall be coined fer use in the Philippine Islands a coin 
of the denomination of 1 peso, which shall contain 25 grams (a) of silver of 

| the fineness of .835. The peso shall be divisible into 100 equal parts, called 
centavos, and there shall be coined silver pieces of 50 centavos, 20 centavos, 
and 10 centavos, containing silver of the same fineness and in equal propor 
tions with the peso. 

Mr. HILL. In order that I may get five minutes time for de- 
bate, I move to strike out this section. I shall withdraw the 
motion when I am through. 

Mr. Chairman, my intention has been for several weeks to 
offer an amendment substituting American money for the class 
of money provided by this bill. The bill as it stands provides 
for the gold standard and the coinage of silver at the ratio of 32 
to1. Iwant to say to the Republican members of this House 
that after a more careful study of this question than I have given 
to any other during this session, I am convinced that this propo- 
sition is a mistake. 

Right alongside of that I want to put the statement that Lyman 
J. Gage, late Secretary of the Treasury, says I am wrong, and he 
thinks that the provisions of the pending bill are better, for the 
present at least, than would be a provision for American money, 
which I would substitute. I want to be perfectly fair about this 
proposition. Personally I think it isa mistake, but at the same 
time I shall vote for this bill because I will not set up my judg- 
ment against the judgment of such a man as Lyman J. Gage. |! 
have been to the War Department and found this fact. which sub- 
stantiates what I saw personally in the Philippine Islands—that 
the money of account, the money of commerce, to-day in the 
Philippine Islands is American coin. 

I believe it isa mistake to start off a new government and 4 
weak government like that of the Philippine Islands by putting 
them into the banking business, as we propose to do, and com- 
pelling them to maintain the parity between gold and silver at 
any ratio. I would have them treated just as we are treating 
Porto Rico and Hawaii. 

Mr. McDERMOTT rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from New Jersey? : 

Mr. HILL. Oh, I can not; I have but five minutes. There's 
to-day in the Philippine Islands more American money than all 
other kinds of money put together. We have sent there from the 

ay Department $24,455,429.91 in cash, to say nothing of $1.4". 
818.04 indrafts. We have sent from the Quartermaster’s Depatt- 
/ment $3,070,000; from the Commissary Department, $370.00", 
'making about $28,000,000 in cash, on the gold basis, that we have 
sent to the Philippine Islands, and as far as it can be trace 
| through the British and Hongkong bank only $1,000,000 has heen 
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taken away. The committee do not claim that prior to our occnu- | 
pation there was more than forty millions of silver there, now | 
I have the newspapers of Manila | 
There are 12 adver- | 


worth about $17,000,000 gold. 
here. You can take those advertisements. 
tisements in that paper which specify prices, and 11 out of 12 are 
in American money and one in Mexican—everything, theaters, 
restaurants, employments of various kinds, all naming American 
money. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. That is an American paper, is it not? 

Mr. HILL. Oh, certainly; there are no others published, which 
I saw, in the Philippine Islands except American. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Oh. yes; there are. 


| so that it will not leave the islands. 


same size as their money could be worth twice as much. 
woud be confusion and distrust. 

The object of the Commission now is to make a token coin; to 
stableize it, so to speak, with reference to our gold dollar; to put 
it at the ratio of 2 to 1; to make it a sufficiently low token coin, 
In other words, to adopt the 
exact plan which England adopted in British India when she 
took a rupee, which is worth 19, and made it worth 32 in exchange 
value, and kept it at that ratio with the sovereign. It has gone 
at that ratio ever since, and they have more gold in their treasury 


There 


| than they know what to do with, according to their official reports. 


Mr. HILL. And the salaries of employees, the Army, are all | 
paid in American money, and in my judgment it would be far | 


better for us to-day, if we had time to discuss this thing and dis- 
cuss it on the merits, to put the American money, not only gold, 
but silver, into the Philippine Islands and let the securing of gold 
for commercial purposes be a banking proposition, just as it is in 
Porto Rico and Hawaii. 


You take the reports of banks there to-day. The bank deposits 


on December 31 showed $2,566,600.69 of American money, and | would prefer the free coinage of silver under the Senate proposi- 


they have got to have it. 


They have got to have their duties paid 
in American money. 


| but I want to know if I understood him correctly. 


The report on June 15 showed that the | 


insular funds in American money were reduced to about $615,000 | 


unappropriated. 


But I am not going, here within an hour of | 


the closing of debate on this bill, to introduce a proposition as | 


important as this and antagonize this committee for this reason, 


| want to say to the chairman of the committee: It is in your | 
power in the conference committee, under the terms of the bill as 


it now stands, to report back to these two Houses either the 
proposition of the bill or American money, or the Senate propo- 
sition. 

That is for you to consider. I am not introducing this amend- 
ment to-night. I think you are wrong; I believe honestly you are 
wrong. I believe the purpose and the effect of your 32 to 1 sil- 
ver coinage under your gold-standard law will be that the money of 
commerce will be gold and that the poor peasant on the farm in the 
Philippine Islands will take his peso, supposing that it is an Amer- 
ican dollar or its equivalent, and for that reason I am against it, 
but it is too late. 
they go into conference they will very carefully consider that 
proposition. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 


|Mr. MERCER addressed the committee. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 


See Appendix. ] 
Mr. Chairman, I have only a 


word or two to say in reply to the gentleman from Connecticut | 


|Mr. Hri.], and then I shall move to close debate on this section. 
The gentleman from Connecticut admits that Mr. Gage, the late 
Secretary of the Treasury, to whom he wrote for an opinion upon 
the subject of this coinage plan, replied that he, Secretary Gage, 
believed not in the introduction of the American coinage, but in 
the plan incorporated in the pending bill. 


Porto Rico at the time of the substitution of the coinage there, 
and he said that he is strongly opposed to any proposition to 


I do ask, however, of the committee that when | 


abruptly substitute American coinage in the Philippines, and | 


that if they were to doit over again in Porto Rico they would 
adopt a different plan to introduce it there. 

Mr. HILL. The governor says no. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then we have another gold ex- 
pert, Mr, Conant, and here I have a letter recently received at 
the War Department, written by Professor Jenks, who was sec- 
retary of the Industrial Commission. He was requested by the 
Secretary of War to go to the archipelago and study the indus- 
trial and financial conditions there. After investigation there, 
he writes a letter to Colonel Edwards of the War Department, 
from which I will read an extract: 

The result of this is that Iam very positively of the opinion that Conant’s 
plan (that is, the plan embodied in this bill, originally suggested by the Taft 
Commission two years azo) is beiter than free silver under conditions as they 
arshere. J should myseif favor free silver instead of the American gold 
standard, although I think probably the Commission would not. Conant’s 
plan is, however, lam certain, very much better than either. 

Then we have the testimony of George E. Roberts, the Director 
of the Mint, who says that the abrupt introduction of American 
coinage in the Philippines would be inadvisable at this time. I 
can put the argument all in a nutshell. Millions of those people 
are not well educated. They are but little traveled. They area 
people of tribes, of different languages, full of prejudices. 

The proposition to introduce pure American money amounts to 
this: To introduce an Ameri~an silver piece of a certain size which 
is worth twice as much as a silver piece of exactly the same size 
of their money. They would look at the size of the coin, so Mr. 
Conant and Mr. Roberts say, and so the Commission say, and so 
all the experts say who have testified before us, and the ignorant 
P ople among them would wonder how this piece of silver of the 





| violence of partisan discussion. 
In addition to that we have Professor Hollander, who was in 


| Filipinos are divided into many classes and tribes. 


Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman yield for a single question? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I do. 
Mr. HILL. Ido not wish to misunderstand the gentleman, 
{Cries of 
** Vote!’’ ‘* Vote!’’] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his question. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee 
[Mr: Cooper of Wisconsin] if I understood him correctly that he 


tion to the straight adoption of American money? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. How is this debate proceeding? 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate has expired. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Iask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Connecticut may ask his question. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. HILL. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 


| ment. 


e enc as Tread, aS [TOLLOWS: 
The amendment was read, as foll 


Strike out the section and insert: 

“That the said Philippine government is authorized to coin a silver dollar, 
which shall contain 416 grains of standard silver, and the standard of said sil- 
ver coins shall be such that of 1,000 parts by weight 900 shall be of pure metal 
and 100 of alloy, and the alloy shall be of copper. And upon the said silver 
dollar there shail be devices and inscriptions to be prescribed by the govern- 
ment of the Philippine Islands, with the approval of the Secretary of War of 
the United States, which devices and inscriptions shall express or symbolize 
the sovereignty of the United States and that it is a coin of the Philippine 
Islands, together with the denomination of the coin expressed in English, 
Filipino, and Chinese characters, and the date of its coinage.” ” 


[Mr. SHAFROTH addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. SOUTHWICK. Mr. Chairman, the pending bill provides 
for a temporary administration of the affairs of the civil govern- 
ment in the Philippine Islands. Its provisions have been lost to 
sight on account of the wide range of debate and, at times, the 
Yet, so far as the bill proper is 
concerned, I question whether there is any member of the House 
of Representatives who can conscientiously and patriotically op- 
pose its passage. The title of the measure indicates the spirit and 
purpose of every line of legislation involved in the bill. Provision 
is made for an organic law for nearly 10,000,000 human beings, 
or more than three times as many Americans as inhabited the 13 
colonies when our great experiment in free government was actu- 
ally undertaken on the Atlantic slope in 1789.. These millions of 
They speak 
many languages and dialects. They occupy an archipelago com- 
prising many islands, provinces, and municipalities. While the 
Senate bill and the House bill have in view practically the same 
object, they differ in detail. 

Personally, I prefer the House bill, because it provides, as the 
Senate bill does not, for a Philippine congress in which the Phil- 
ippine Commission is to be the senate and the lower house is to 
be composed of Filipinos elected by those who shall be entitled to 
vote under certain conditions provided by the bill. To my mind 
this is by far the leading provision of the measure which is under 
consideration. It providesa popular participation in the Govern- 
ment of the Philippine Islands, and is earnestly desired by leading 
Filipinos, by Governor Taft, and by the Philippine Commission 
as highly desirable, in order to give to the people of the islands 
not only experience in governmental affairs. but greater satisfac- 
tion with the existing authority of the United States. In other 
words, the House bill seeks to reduce the military power in the 
Philippines. It enlarges the civil power and gives a much greater 


measure of local self-government to the Filipinos than they now 
enjoy. 

This is a move in the right direction, and fittingly supplements 
the steady progress toward higher and better things which has 
marked affairs in the Philippines since Americans first set foot on 
I believe that every citizen of the United 


the island of Luzon, 
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States should be proud of what has been accomplished in the far- 
off islands of the Pacific during the brief period of American 
oc’ upati n. 

In all the islands where peace prevails and law and order reign, 
schools have now been established. In the period of Spanish 
domination educational institutions were confined to Manila, Iloilo, 
and a few other of the larger cities. To these centers of popula- 
tion few were able to send their children from the outlying dis- 
tricts. and at best they could secure a mere smattering of educa- 
tion there. American rule, however, has given schools to the 
masses, until to-day there is scarcely a town of importance on any 
island which has been pacified that does not enjoy the blessings 
of a free public school. The legislative reports show that nearly 
200,000 pupils have been enrolled, against a maximum enrollment 
during Spanish domination of 30,000. Moreover, not included in 
the figures given are more than 20,000 adults attending night 
school in the city of Manila, all of whom are eager to learn our 
language. 

In the Philippines, as in every other country whose natural 
resources have not been developed, the land question is of the 
highest importance. The policy which we have pursued in per- 
mitting homesteaders to settle on the public domain, and causing 
the wild spots to blossom and produce, is to be pursued in the 
Philippines. The great drawback under which the people of the 
archipelago have labored for centuries, that of the control of 
large tracts of land by the religious orders, is to be removed. 
Provision is made for buying the lands owned by the friars; and 
these domains are to be opened for settlement by the Filipinos. 
In order that the lands may be used for the purposes desired, 
provision is to be made for limiting the land holdings of corpora- 
tions tosmall amounts. Weare tointroduce into the Philippines 
the land policy which has made the Western section of our own 
country great and prosperous. 

The marvelous and perhaps unprecedented feature of the 
American occupation of the Philippines is that civil government 
has followed in the very wake of the army. Military pacifica- 
tion has immediately been followed by the establishment of civil 
institutions, and in many instances the governors of provinces 
who have been selected are native Filipinos. It is a matter for 
congratulation that in the pacified provinces the people are re- 
suming their wonted occupations—principally agricultural pur- 
suits—which had been neglected in a large measure since 1896. 
In the cities manufacturing and commercial pursuits likewise 
have been resumed; and the marvelous feature not only in Ma- 
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| pelled us to capture Guam and Manila and annex Hawaii. 
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than the statement sent to the Senate as late as June 19, by 
Secretary Root, wherein it appears that the number of troops in the 
Philippines is now only 23,000, whereas on the ist of June, 1901, 
there were more than 70,000 American soldiers in the islands, 
Moreover, orders already issued will presently reduce the number 
of troops in the Division of the Philippines to 18,000. 

Mr. Chairman, the consideration of the pending measure has 


been marked by acrimonious and partisan discussion. A Demo- 
cratic minority, searching for an issue, has arraigned the national 
Administration as being guilty of imperialism and has attacked 
the Army of the United States with a venom not witnessed since 
the war of the rebellion. Personally, I am not in the slightest 
degree deterred from my support of the pending measure by rea- 
son of the charges of imperialism. I heartily favor the Philippine 
policy into which the American people were originally drawn by 
reason of the destruction of the battle ship Maine and the war 
with Spain. I fully approve the policy of the United States in 
deaiing with the people of the Philippines from the day Dewey's 
fleet entered the harbor of Manila. More than that, I approve 
our entire policy in the Pacific Ocean, which has added not only 
the Philippines, but also the Hawaiian Islands and the Ladrones; 
which has dotted the Pacific Ocean with American coal heaps and 
given to our Navy a line of easy communication from San Fran- 
cisco, 8,000 miles across the ocean, to Manila, which lies within 
twenty-four hours of the coast of Asia. 

I believe that we are in Manila to-day and occupying the Phil- 
ippines as rightfully and as lawfully as we are in possession of 
New Orleans and St. Louis. I have no patience with the Demo- 
cratic policy which prevails on the other side of this Chamber, 
and which manifests itself in the cry of imperialism and the de- 
mand that our Army and Navy shall be withdrawn from the Phil- 
There never has been a time since Dewey’s men first 
raised the Stars and Stripes over the arsenal at Cavite when we 
The exigencies of war com- 
When 


| our battle ships demolished the Spanish fleet and our soldiers and 


marines took possession of Manila, we overthrew the power of 
Spain, which, prior to our advent, had stood for the maintenance 
of law and order and the protection of life and property. 

When our war with Spain began insurrection in the Philippines 
against Spanish authority was a thing of the past. Aguinaldo 
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| and his principal lieutenants, numbering 34 in all, had been bought 


nila, but in the other cities throughout the islands, has been the | 


marked increase in the wages of laborers since the American 
occupation. 

Furthermore, in the Philippines, as in Cuba, American methods 
have promptly taught the necessity for proper sanitation; and, 
as the dreaded yellow fever has practically been stamped out un- 


der American military rule in Habana and Santiago, so in the | 
city of Manila the death rate has been reduced one-half during 


the short period which has elapsed since American soldiers and 
marines first disembarked on the water front of the Philippine 
metropolis. 

To native governors has been added a native constabulary which 
has been organized and developed into a thoroughly equipped 
branch of the public service; and the native officers and men, in 
a fearless discharge of their duties, have well supplemented the 


by Spanish gold and sent out of the archipelago. Aguinaldo 
himself didnot return to the neighborhood of Manila until May 
19, 1898, or eighteen days after the Spanish fleet had been de- 
stroyed by Dewey and Manila was at the mercy of his guns, 
There were hundreds of Spanish families—men, women, and chil- 
dren—families of German and English business men, and also 
thousands of Spanish prisoners in the hands of our troops when 
Manila surrendered to Admiral Dewey and General Merritt. 
The United States Army was absolutely responsible for the pro- 
tection of the people of the city and its interests. It was subse- 


| quent to the capitulation of the city, and during the period which 


elapsed between that event and the signing of the protocol, after 
the capture of Santiago, that Aguinaldo, fortified by Spanish gold, 
was busy heading a conspiracy which ultimately developed into 
open warfare against the sovereignty of the United States. In 


| this connection the recent testimony of Admiral Dewey should 


efforts of the army in clearing both the highlands and the low- | 


lands of roving bands of banditti. 
stored throughout most of the 127,000 square miles of Philippine 
territory. 

Courts of justice of the American order have been instituted, 
where for the first time in the history of the islands justice has 
been administered impartially between both the rich and the 
poor; and the Filipinos are beginning to realize that their per- 
sonal liberties are safe-guarded as would never have been possible 
under Spanish rule, nor under the despotism of Aguinaldo. 

Roads and highways have been built, bridges have been con- 
d, cables and telegraph and telephone lines have been laid, 
and provision is now being made for making of the bay of Manila 
the best harbor in the Orient. 

These developments but partially indicate the real progress 


Struc 


ippine Commission, and some day not only the Filipinos, but 
Americans generally, will realize the high character, persistent 
industry, and extraordinary genius of that great man who heads 
the Philippine Commission, and who has devoted the best years 
of his life to bringing order out of chaos and providing good 
government for the people of our new-found possessions in the 
Pacific. To what extent the transformation from military rule 
to civil rule has proceeded in the Philippines can be appreciated 
only by those who have followed the daily records of the prog- 
ress which the Taft Commission hasmade. Nothing could more 


eloquently tell the rule of military pacification and civil rule 


i 


Law and order have been re- | 


| ratification of the treaty of Paris, is also patent. 


not be forgotten when he declared: ‘‘ I will say that I believe he 
{Aguinaldo] was there for gain—for loot, for money—and I fur- 
ther believe that independence never entered his head.”’ 

That Aguinaldo organized a conspiracy against the American 
troops during the period between our naval victory of May 1, in 
Manila Bay, and our final conquest at Santiago early in July is 
not open to question, and is now a matter of history. And that 
this conspiracy continued during the existence of the protocol 
into which Spain and the United States had entered, prior to the 
Our troops oc- 


|cupied Manila and its suburbs, quietly and inoffensively, and 
| outside of certain established lines they did not venture. 


Any other course on the part of the United States than the main- 


| tenance of sovereignty and law and order in Manila would have 
| been a crime of crimes, and would have let loose upon the civilized 
| population of the city and its extensive business interests a horde of 
which has been made under the wise administration of the Phil- | 


| 


Filipinos whose entrance would have been marked by such atroc- 
ities as have always attended a savage invasion since the begin- 
ning of time. It would not have ended with the accomplishment 


of the object which Admiral Dewey attributes to Aguinaldo—the 


mere accumulation of money—but would have resulted in g¢ neral 
slaughter, pillage, rapine, and ruin. And the United States 
would have been branded by the civilized world as a despicable 
mere and as a traitor to the very cause of civilization. [Ap- 
viause. 

: In ibe of the horrible possibilities which would have attended 
the departure from Manila of the army of Merritt and the fleet of 
Dewey, it is childish to claim that, then and there, the United 
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States could have avoided the responsibilities in the Philippines 
which now it is obliged to face. Had we, in weakness and cow- 
ardice,withdrawn after having fought to destruction the domin- 
ion of Spain which, despite all the errors of misrule, at least stood 
for the cause of law and order, it would have been necessary for 
Great Britain or Germany, or both, to enter Manila Bay, and, 
landing their marines and sweeping the streets of Manila with 
shot and shell, restore order and protect the foreign population 
and the business and commercial interests of Manila against the 
horde of Aguinaldo. [Applause.] How despicable a figure the 
United States would have cut, in running away from the respon- 
sibility which concerned it, does not require extensive consider- 
ation. 

It was while the United States troops were occupying Manila, 
and simply protecting it from the army of Aguinaldo, which was 
mobilizing on the outside, that the trouble began. The instruc- 
tions to our troops from General Otis were to avoid a conflict 
with these Filipinos under all circumstances. But with ribald 
jest, with curses and indecent oaths and insults—to employ the 
language of General Funston— 

They taunted us as cowards and dared our men to open fire. * * * Nearly 
all of us, I think, realized that it was not a question of months, but a ques- 
tion of a few days until the clash must come. Aguinaldo and his paper gov- 
ernment, his cabinet, and his self-appointed congress retired to Malolos and 
there issued proclamations. Finally, two weeks before the beginning of the 
war, an insurgent captain, who refused to respond to the challenge of the 


sentry of the city of Manila, was shot dead. That was the first actual clash. 
About three days after that, a private soldier of the First Montana Regi- 


ment who was on sentry duty outside of the city was approached by a man | 


with a rifle about 10 o’clock at night. He gave the usual challenge, but the 
man did not respond, and instead of that fired at him at a distance of a very 
few yards, but, Filipino-like, missed him. Only two days later a private of 
the South Dakota regiment, on outpost 2 miles north of the city, was ay - 
proached by apparently an unarmed native who asked him for a match. 
The sentry started to hand him one, when he drew a bolo—a native knife 
about 2 feet long—and gave him a terrific blow across the face, cutting him 
from the top of the skull down to the chin; and, I am glad to say, within a 
half a second the native fell dead, shot through the heart. 

A few days later a drunken mob of Filipinos, pares officers and partly sol- 
diers of Aguinaldo’s army, attempted to rush through the lines of the First 
Nebraska near Santa Casa, when the presence of Colonel Sterns, that mag- 


time. He had great influence over the natives and over his own men and he 
induced them to retire. Three days later an insurgent lieutenant and two 
soldiers approached a sentry on the Santa Lucia bridge, 3 miles east of Ma- 
nila. The sentry, in accordance with orders that sentries usually have, chal- 
lenged the three at once, and, instead of turning, the men gave him an in- 
sulting reply, came forward, started to cross his post, and he fired, and by 
one shot killed the lieutenant and one soldier. The remaining soldier ran 
back to the insurgent line after this shot rang out and the First Nebraska 
was ordered out. 

Of course there was a great deal of excitement, and everybody thought 
it was like the incident of the attempt to assassinate the sentry of the Montana 
regiment, which resulted in the shooting of the Filipino captain in Manila; 
they also thought that the thing was ended for the time being, but within a 
minute or two rifle firing broke out from the insurgent trenches in front of 
the First Nebraska Regiment and the war had begun. 


Instantly sky rockets were fired into the air as a signal of at- 
tack, and rifle firing began all along the line of the insurgents. 

This outbreak occurred just before the time of the ratification 
of the treaty of Paris; and when the question is raised, whether 
or not the American soldiers had the right to return the Filipino 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





: 2 | people of Louisiana without their consent. 
nfficent soldier who fell at Cang Co, prevented a fight from opening at that | chase into two Territories—that of Louisiana and that of Orleans— 


| and in the act providing for this division, passed on his recom- 





fire and defend themselves, I can only quote the words of Senator | 


SPOONER: 


We had a perfect title to whip any body of troops that attacked our men | 


any where under God's heaven. 


United States had begun, and the President of the United States 
had the same right to employ the Army to put it down as he 
would have had in case of an Indian outbreak in New Mexico 
or Arizona. There was never any shadow of turning from the 
policy in the Philippines which was inaugurated by President 
McKinley and has been continued by his successor. If our Army 
and Navy could not withdraw while the interests of civilization 
and humanity demanded that it should protect the people and 
the interests of Manila after Dewey’s victory, there was a double, 
even a triple reason why it could not in honor be withdrawn 
after it had been assailed in open warfare by the Filipinos and 
after the ratification of the treaty of Paris had given to our Goy- 
ernment sovereignty over the islands by as perfect a title as that 
by which we possess any considerable area of territory within 
the continental boundaries of the United States. 

i can not understand how any political party searching after a 
Winning issue could propose a policy of scuttle so far as the Philip- 
pines are concerned. Had this policy been pursued by President 
McKinley in 1898; had the flag which Dewey's men raised over 
the arsenal at Cavite been hauled down; had our troops been 
nobilized within the confines of Manila and placed aboard the 
transports, and had battle ships, monitors, cruisers, and trans- 
ports sailed away, eastward-bound for San Francisco; had all the 
horrible results which shortly would have attended the irruption 
of Aguinaldo and his army into Manila been realized, the election 
(lays of 1898 and of 1900 would not have rolled round soon enough 
to satisfy the American people in its overwhelming demand that 
a political party and an Administration composed of cowards 
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should be deprived of all power in the legislative and executive 
branches of ourGovernment. [Applause.| Even the irresponsi- 
bility of a political minority does not justify the Democrats in 
Congress in disputing the sovereignty of the United States in the 
Philippines. [Applause.] 

Loose talk regarding ‘‘ imperialism ’’ should deceive no one re- 
garding the policy of the United States in the Philippines. It is 
the duty of our country to establish a stable form of government 
at Manila just as much as it was to drive the Spaniards out of 


of the Maine’s destruction had been laid at the door of Spain. 
Our policy in the Philippines is in line with the policy which has 
prevailed from the foundation of the Government, with this 
qualification, there never has been an extensive addition to the 
territory of Uncle Sam where military rule has given way so 
quickly to civil authority as in the case of these islands of the 
Orient, 

How strange that the shades of Thomas Jefferson should be in- 
voked by those who rebuke us for imperialistic innovations. This 
cry of imperialism, like many other partisan cries, is not without 
precedent. It broke forth in a perfect storm of popular disap- 
proval, so far as the Federalists were concerned, around the de- 
voted head of the author of the Declaration of Independence. He 
ha‘ purchased Louisiana as we have purchased the Philippines. 
For months after the great territory had been bought from Na- 
poleon—greater in area than the entire thirteen colonies with all 
their territories—our new-found possessions had no government 


| except the will of the President, and it was even treated as for- 
| eign territory for tariff purposes. 


We purchased New Orleans and St. Louis, as we have pur- 
chased Manila and Lloilo. We purchased the French and the 
Spanish, and all the aborigines of that vast territory of Louisi- 
ana, just as we have purchased the Tagals of Luzon and all the 
outlying tribes and peoples of the islands which go to make up 
the Philippine Archipelago. President Jefferson governed the 
He divided his pur- 


mendation, the governor and secretary, and every member of the 
council, which was the only legislative body of the Territory of 
Orleans, was appointed by Jefferson; that is, the people of our 
new-found possessions were not allowed to elect a single member 
of their legislature, while under the House bill which is pending 
here, when order shall be restored in the Philippines the people 
of those islands can elect every member of the popular branch of 
a legislature which is provided for in this bill. 

Jefferson went further in the direction of what our friends call 
imperialism in his treatment of the possessions purchased from 
France than has ever been dreamed of in connection with the 
government of the Philippines. [Applause.] The Federalists 
termed him a tyrant worse than Charles the First. When the anti- 
imperialists ef those days talked about the constitutional rights 
of the people of Louisiana, Jefferson’s stanch Democratic friends 
in Congress insisted: *‘ Louisiana is a territory purchased by the 
United States and not a State;’’ and further: ‘‘ Whatever limita- 
tion the Constitution fixed to the power of Congress over the State 


| it fixed no limitation to the power of Congress over territory.”’ 
rhe insurrection in the Philippines against the authority of the | 


Jefferson and the Democracy insisted that they would govern 
Louisiana, not under any constitutional grant of power, but by the 
right of acquisition, as they saw fit. They did so govern, and they 
were prepared to use the Army of the United States if necessary 
to enforce our sovereignty within the borders of Louisiana. If 
there be any doubt on this point, read the President’s message to 
Congress in June, 1804, wherein he stated that he had called out 
the militia in Ohio, Kentucky, and Tennessee and held the troops 
in readiness to crush out the opposition that might develop 
in Louisiana. 

We had our anti-imperialists in those days—timid souls who 


viewed with alarm the expansion of our territory, the develop- 
ment of our resources, and the increase of our power. Some 
insisted that the territory east of the Mississippi River and its 


outlet to the Gulf should alone be retained; that the territory 
westward of the Mississippi was worthless and should be sold. 
Their names are not recalled at the present day. [Applause.] 
The memory of Jefferson, an ‘* imperialist,’ will live as long as 
our institutions last, and even until the records of civilization 
shall have passed away, not only as the author of the greatest 
declaration handed down to man since the time of the Sermon on 
the Mount, but also as an expansionist and an imperialist who 
added to our possessions and our sovereignty the great Valley of 
the Mississippi and the great Northwest. [Applause.] 

It was a sign of political decadence and of approaching disso- 
lution that the Federalists of 1804 opposed the extension of the 
boundaries and the sovereignty of the United States: and the 
Hartford convention was scarcely needed to eliminate a mori- 
bund party from the political situation in this country, 
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The acquisition of Florida from Spain raised similar opposition 
from the anti-imperialists of 1818, and our records show the same 
shallow talk about ‘‘the enslavement of unfortunate people,” 
‘* the purchase of human beings.’’ ** the use of the United States 
Army in extending our sovereignty by brute strength.’’ But this 
is all of the past. To-day no sentiment exists in favor of ceding 
Louisiana back to France and Florida back toSpain. [Applause. | 

The eloquence of Tom Corwin could not prevent the American 
eagle’s being carried into the halls of the Montezumas; could not 
prevent the annexation of Texas and the acquisition of California 
and the Southwest. And perhaps the most lamentable episode in 
the career of our greatest orator and constitutional exponent is 
that wherein Daniel Webster, anti-imperialistic-like, withdrew to 
Boston and viewed the plains, valleys, and mountains of the Far 
West as his descendants to-day cry against the acquisition of the 
Philippines. 

Almost within the memory of the present generation it was re- 
peated over and over again that Alaska was worthless; that Rus- 
sia had been for years endeavoring to give that territory away; 
that the United States had been victimized when it bought 
Alaska with gold—bought the land, bought the people, bought 
the forests above and the minerals beneath, just as Jefferson | 
bought the territory of Louisiana. But Uncle Sam has never 
engaged in a great real estate operation which the American 
people have regretted. [Applause.] Even barren and frozen 
Alaska has developed a Klondike. [{Applause. | 

How quickly and how thoroughly President McKinley proceeded | 
to supplement military conquest with civil rule, in which the | 
native Filipinos should be given the highest degree of home rule | 
compatible with existing conditions, is clearly shown in his in- | 
structions to the Secretary of War as early as April 7, 1900, | 
when he recalled this extract from his message to Congress of | 
December 5, 1899: 

As long as the insurrection continues, the military arm must necessarily 
be supreme, but there is no reason why steps should not be taken from time 
to time t inaugurate governments, essentially popular in their form, as fast 
as territory is held and controlled by our troops. 





mission headed by William H. Taft, President McKinley gave 
these instructions: 

You will instruct the Commission to proceed to the city of Manila, where 
they will make their principal office, and to communicate with the military 
governor of the Philippine Islands, whom you will at the same time direct to 
render to them every assistance within his power in the performance of their 
duties. Without hampering them by too specific instructions, they should 
in general be enjoined to make themselves familiar with the conditions and 
needs of the country; to devote their attention, in the first instance, to the 
establishment of municipal governments in which the natives of the islands, 
both in the cities and in the rural communities, shall be afforded the oppor- | 
tunities of managing their own local affairs to the fullest extent of which 
they are found capable, and subject to the least degree of supervision and 
control which a careful study of their capacities and observation of the 
workings of native control show to be consistent with the maintenance of law 
and order and loyalty. 

Thus we clearly perceive that, even while the insurrection en- 
gineered by Aguinaldo was in full blast, the President of the 
United States was taking proper and practical measures toward 
supplementing military with civil control at the very earliest 
practicable moment, and giving to the natives the fullest measure 
of home rule possible. Truly such utterances on the part of the 
lamented McKinley did not savor in the slightest degree of im- 
perialism. On the contrary, they indicate clearly his determined 
policy of restoring civil rule at the earliest practicable moment 
to a greater degree than obtained at any prior period, in the his- 
tory of our own country, when new-found territory has been 
added. Thus, California, for instance, for four years after it 
became United States territory, from 1846 to 1850, was under the 
direct and supreme control of the Army authorities. 

Alaska remained without civil government for more than thirty 
vears after the territory had been purchased from Russia. and 
only now is being favored with the civil institutions which Presi- 
dent McKinley insisted should follow in the very wake of our 
army in the Philippines. While it has been the aim and policy of 
the American people, whenever new territory has been added, to 
extend to its new-found citizens the blessings of civil institutions. 
nevertheless, during our entire history no case can be found 
where this policy of superseding military with civil control was 
so quickly, so systematically, and so thoroughly pursued as in the 
case of the Philippines. 

It is not surprising. therefore, that, during this entire protracted 
and acrimonious discussion of the pending bill our Democratic 
friends have persistently refused to direct their attention to the 
provisions of the bill itself. The record which the Taft Commis- 
sion has made, in establishing civil institutions in the archipelago, 
is not open to adverse criticism. The Commission has performed 
its duties faithfully and well. All accounts agree as to the excel- 
lent progress which it has made, and at no time has there been 
friction between the military power and the newly established | 
civil institutions in the islands, 
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The order of President McKinley of April 7, 1900, appears to 
have been obeyed in spirit as well as letter. And this pending 
bill is designed to supplement the work of the Taft Commission 
and give to the people of the Philippines a greater participation 
in civil affairs than they enjoy to-day. It is significant, I say, 
that with all the varied and vicious opposition to this bill which 
has been manifested by the Democratic minority, it has really 
never directed its attention to the bill’s provisions. We have 
heard resonant denunciations of imperialism and imperialists, 
wild demands that independence should be granted to the Fili- 
pinos, vigorous insistence that the United States should adopt a 
policy of scuttle; and, last and principally, I regret to state, the 
most slanderous, disgraceful, and unpatriotic denunciation of the 
Army of the United States, its officers and its privates, which has 
ever been heard within the walls of this Chamber and the legis- 
lative Chamber at the other end of this building. 

The only possible explanation of the Democratic policy toward 
the Army of the United States, which has recently been exhib- 
ited here, is that the minority is floundering around in search for 
an issue. 

From what I have read in the newspapers and magazines, and 
from numerous conversations with private citizens, I believe that 
the Democratic party is again manifesting its capacity for blun- 
dering. From the day when our troops first arrived in Manila 
and begun the pacification of the island of Luzon; in the case 


| both of volunteer troops from the States, as well as the regular 


troops of the United States Army, we have seen manifested not 
only here in Congress, but throughout the columns of the entire 
Democratic press, with here and there an honorable exception, a 
tendency to magnify all reports from the Philippines which 


| might be construed as indicating brutality on the part of Amer- 
| ican officers or privates in dealing with the Filipinos. 


That occasionally American soldiers in the Philippines, as else- 
where, have forgotten the duties which they owe to their enemies 
and to themselves is not to be doubted. But the treatment of 
such cases has not been left by our Democratic friends to the con- 
stituted military authorities. They have not waited to discover 
whether these cases have been brought to the attention of courts- 
martial, or where cases have been tried by the military courts 
they have not waited for the judgment of such tribunals. They 
have prejudged; they have invented; they have overlooked the 
improbability of reports of American cruelties to the Filipinos. 

‘They seem to have forgotten the hard common sense of the 
American people, which distinctly tells our people that the very 
natures of American soldiers are not transformed by the fact that 
they are fighting their country’s battles 8,000 miles out on the 
Pacific; that Americans are Americans in any other part of the 
world: that they are by far the fairest fighters in the world. 
Time and time again, since this Democratic policy of attacking 
the Army was inaugurated, both in and out of Congress, facts 


| have demonstrated that the alleged outrages inflicted by American 
troops were either fabrications or gross exaggerations. 


And the fact has not escaped the attention of the American 
people that the Democratic minority in its criticism of the Army 
has directed its attention entirely to our own officers and soldiers 
and has overlooked the fearful atrocities which the Malays of 
tlie Philippines have perpetrated against our troops. The Malay 
is far from an attractive creature. When we go back in the his- 
tory to discover our first knowledge of him we find him playing 
the réle of a cannibal—a man-eater. And to the natural sav- 
agery of the Malay there has been added, among the Filipinos, 
the cunning and cruelty acquired from the Spanish. 

The news accounts from the Philippines have given scores and 
huncreds of instances of fiendish barbarity, cruelty, and treach- 
ery on the part of the natives, which, in our history, can only be 
duplicated by the performances of the Apache Indians of Arizona. 
When to treachery and murder has been added shocking mutila- 
tion of the bodies of our boys in blue in the Philippines, is it 
strange that our soldiers there, as was occasionally seen in this 
country during our wars with the savage aborigines, should have 
been roused toa height of indignation with a desire to revenge 
the awful fate of their comrades and been led to overstep the 
rules of civilized warfare? Many of the proven instances of Fili- 
pino treachery and savagery are almost too dreadful in their de- 
tails to be repeated. They exist in the records of the Army to the 
extent of hundreds of cases. 

Our soldiers are charged with having administered the water 
cure. Why was the water cure administered at Igbaras, for in- 
stance? Because Private O’Hearn was captured by people who 
were apparently friendly to us, was tied to a tree. was burned for 
four hours with a slow fire, and finally slashed with bolos. His 
murderers confessed under the water cure. And our Democratic 
friends have been denouncing the comrades of O’Hearn for ad- 
ministering the water cure to his murderers, while the dreadful 
fate which overtook O' Hearn and maddened his comrades hae not 
occupied Democratic attention in the slightest degree. 
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At Dunangas the body of Corporal Donehy was dug up, muti- 
lated, and burned. 

At Calinog Privates Dugan, Hayes, and Tracey were murdered 
by the town authorities. 

At Dingle, Private Nolan was tied up by women, while ina 
stupor, and his throat cut by Filipinos called to the scene. 

Near Pototan Lieutenant Wagner was murdered on the road 
by Filipinos dressed in American uniform. 

A little midshipman just out from Annapolis, in a yawl from 
the flagship New York, in need of water, landed at Nipa Nipa, a 
little village flying the white flag of peace and friendship. He 
lifted up his empty water jar as he approached the shore; the na- 
tives pointed to the white flag and held up their jars. He cast 
his boat into the surf and advanced 50 yards from the beach where 
the good Samaritans were awaiting him with their water jars. 


As he drank his first deep draft, two of the women approached | 


behind him and buried their knives in his back. 

Lieut. Col. J. T. Dickman, of the Twenty-sixth Infantry, refer- 
ring to the loss of his men through Filipino treachery, made this 
official statement: 

The conduct of the American troops in the Philippines has been so humane 
as to be a continued source of surprise to all foreigners and to the natives. 

Brig. Gen. J. F. Bell gives this typical specimen of native 
treachery: 

On January 10, five bodies of native scouts, who were only soldiers of the 
Fifth Infantry and were taken prisonersina barrioof Batac, January 1, were 


found east of Batac. The soldiers’ legs and arms had been cut off and the | 


bodies otherwise mutilated. One whites soldier named Lyons, Company K, 
Fifth Infantry, after having been taken prisoner, was cut with bolos and 
was left for dead on the field. He revived, and was able to crawl toa shack 
when night cameon. Information was given toa local leader, and he was 
again taken prisoner and murdered. 

And General Bell, after participating long and actively in our 
military operations in the Philippines, gives this official opinion: 

I have been in Indian campaigns where it took one hundred soldiers to 


capture each Indian, but the problem here is more difficult on account of | 


the inbred treachery of these people, their great number, and the impossi- 
bility of recognizing the actively bad from the only passively so. If it was 
deemed advisable to pursue the methods of European nations and armies in 
suppressing rebellions among Asiatics, the insurrection would have been 
put down months ago. Even now, although the seedsof rebellion have per- 
meated all sections, such methods would soon end all active insurrections. 


The operations of Gen. Jacob H. Smith and Maj. L. W.T. Wal- 
ler of the Marine Corps in the island of Samar have been denounced 
by our Democratic friends in unmeasured terms and with especial 
reference to the ‘*‘ kill and burn ’’ order which General Smith is- 
sued in order to render Samar ‘‘a howling wilderness.’’ Yet, de- 
spite all that has been said, General Smith never intended to order 
the killing of women and children, as has beenalleged. As a mat- 
ter of fact, his troops never killed women andchildren. Without 
his drastic measures the war on the island of Samar would not 
have been ended yet. Nor do our Democratic friends admit the 


provocation for General Smith’s policy, which was that the na- | 


tives of Samar were more treacherous and implacable than the 
tribesmen of the Soudan or the Apaches of Arizona. It was for 


reasons which—when the findings of the court-martial ordered | 


by the President shall be available—will undoubtedly be found 
entirely sufficient that General Smith in Samar pursued the awful, 
but necessary policy followed by Sheridan in the Shenandoah 
Valley and by Sherman on his march to the sea. 


Rather than indulge in indiscriminate abuses of General Smith, | 


as our Democratic friends are doing, I should prefer to await the 
verdict of thecourt-martial which has reviewed his operations on 
the island of Samar. I should prefer to give him the benefit of 
the doubt, in the meantime, and to say as said his counsel at his 
trial; 

He was wounded in the assault on San Juan Hill and now carries a Mauser 
bullet in his body. He has served in these ‘islands for three years, and his 


activity, yank. and energy are known to all men living in the Philippine 
‘or forty-one years he has worn the uniform of the United States | 


Islands. 
Army, with honor to himself and a benefit to the flag under which he has 
fought and bled; and now he is at the close of a most remarkable and suc- 
cessful campaign, during which he hasaccomplished that which Spain, in her 
three hundred years of occupancy, never attained—the pacification of Samar; 
while returning to his family and his native land, after thirty-eight years of 
service. as he, and all those who knew him, thought, with honor and glory, 
he is halted and taken off the transport to face charges for the language he 
used in giving the instructions for the conduct of a most successful campaign. 


I should prefer to quote this from the Manila American rather 
than articles defamatory to the American soldier: 
The administration of the army in the Philippines has been admirable and 


there can not be too much said in praise of the services of the officers and 
men. Confronted with an elusive and treacherous enemy, driven to impass- 
able and untrampled brush, through miry fields and desolate jungle, the 
American army has well sustained the glory of the flag and perpetuated the 


sacred principles of liberty and justice. 


These Democratic attacks are being made upon soldiers more 
than 10,000 miles from Washington, who have no opportunity of 
replying in theirdefense. Itisa cowardly procedure. Leagan. | 

| have sat here quietly and patiently during all this debate an 
I have yet to hear from the Democratic side a single admission of 
the horrible treachery and cruelty practiced by the Filipinos 
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| toward our troops. No Democrat has cited the few specific in- 
| stances which I have presented, nor the hundreds of others of 
similar import, which may be found and are easily accessible in 
the records of the War Department. Take, for instance, the hor- 
rible official figures presented by the commanding officers of the 
different departments in, the Philippines from time to time re- 
garding the treatment by the Filipinos not only of American sol- 
| diers, but also of natives who sympathized with the American 
| cause. For instance, Colonel Sumner, commanding the Depart- 
ment of Southern Luzon, reported on January 4, 1901, this dread- 
ful compilation: 

Natives assassinated for sympathizing with Americans, 14: natives as 
saulted for sympathizing with Americans, 104; assassination of municipal 
officers, 1; assaults upon municipal officers, 1. 

General Hall, commanding the Second District in the Depart- 
ment of Southern Luzon, under date of January 12, 1901. gives 
| these figures for crimes indicated above: 17; 106; 3; 12. Colonel 

Wilder, superintendent of police of the city of Manila, under date 
| of December 21, 1900, reported 10 natives assassinated for sym- 
| pathizing with Americans. and the commanding officer of the 
First District of Northern Luzon, under the same date, reported 
100 assassinations of Filipinos, whose offense was sympathizing 
with Americans. From every department and from every island 
| in the archipelago which has been in a state of insurrection come 
| Similar reports. Hundreds of Filipinos who have been friendly 
to our cause have forfeited their lives to their loyalty. 

In view of this horrible record of assault and assassination of 
| Filipinos whose offense has been loyalty to the American cause, 

what do the Democratic advocates of scuttle propose for the great 
| masses of Filipinos who have demonstrated their friendship for 
| us and who favor the adoption of American ideas, American 
methods, and American institutions in the Philippines? Are our 
friends and allies to be turned over to the tender mercies of those 
who already have rolled up these horrible figures of assault and 
| assassination? No more despicable abandonment could be found 
in history if we should desert our new-found friends at the pres- 
ent juncture. The blood of these would be on the hands of the 
Democratic party, if it were sustained in its present position by 
the American people and the American flag in the Philippines 
were hauled down to be supplemented by the skull and crossbones 
of Aguinaldo and his band of looters and assassins. Maya Divine 
| Providence in mercy prevent such a bloody blot on the fair record 
| of the United States of America. [Applause. | 
| Yet Democratic attention seems to be confined rather to the al- 
leged brutalities of General Smith and Major Walier, surrounded 
by those both savage and treacherous, and compelled to resort 
to harsh measures in order to suppress insurrection—confined 
to American soldiers who administered the water cure in order to 
extract information from Filipinos regarding the whereabouts of 
| men guilty of murdering American soldiers. The fierce nature 
| of the Malay, behind all these outrages which has found manifesta- 
| tion in barbarities too shocking to contemplate, is not held up by 

our Democratic friends in extenuation, if not excuse, for the short- 
comings of American soldiers. 
Our Democratic friends apparently have sought to create the im- 
pression that the Army of the United States that is following the 
flag of its country and suffering all kinds of hardships and priva- 
tions in the swamps and forests and mountains of the Philippine 
Islands, is a brutal aggregation given over to willful excesses and 
abuses of power. One might imagine, from listening to these 
Democratic tirades, that the Army of the United States had been 
recruited from the most brutal classes in the slums of our great 
| cities. And this Democratic criticism is showered indiscrimi- 

nately, and has been from the beginning, on the volunteer regi- 
ments from Nebraska, Iowa, Montana, Pennsylvania, Washing- 
ton, and other States, as well as upon the regular troops. 

The Army of the United States is not made up of hirelings. It 
| is composed of brave, active, resolute young Americans. Neither 
in Europe nor elsewhere is the army so close to the people as in 
the United States. Our officers and men represent every State 
and Territory in the Union, and there is not a locality which can 
not point with pride to some of its noble sons who are in the mili- 
tary service of Uncle Sam. From my native city of Albany a 
score of young Americans are in the Army of the nation. - No 
testimonial of their character is needed from me; they are known 
to family, friends, and neighbors. And I can assure you that, so 
far as my own locality is concerned, the Democratic policy of at- 
tacking the United States Army, far from receiving Democratic 
support is openly and roundly condemned by the people of both 
of the great parties alike. 

Unlike their Senators and Representatives in Congress, the 
Democratic masses of the United States are not prepared to in- 
dorse a policy of indiscriminate abuse heaped upon the officers 
and men of the Regular Army. Altogether apart from the con- 
sideration that a very large proportion of the Army is composed 
of Democrats is the fact that the great mass of the Democratic 
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party is composed of loyal Americans who look with surprise and 
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disgust at the spectacle which has recently been presented here | 
in this building, where the representatives of their party, at both | 


ends of the 
credit the military arm of the Government. [Applause. | 

At the other end of the building a Democratic Senator [Mr. 
Raw .uxs of Utah] has gone so far as to term that gallant soldier, 
General Chaffee, who commands our troops and is military gov- 
ernor of the Philippines, as one *‘ who received his education in 
savagery.”’ That of General Chaffee! The man who served 
gallantly and with honor in the Army of the Potomac 
wounded in the Gettysburg campaign; 
July, 1863, ‘* for gallant and meritorious services in the battle of 
Ge ttysbur g, Pa.;’’ who was promoted ‘‘ for gallant and meritori- 
rvices in the battle of Dinwiddie Court-House, Va.;’’ 
was again promoted ** for 
gagement with Comanche Indians at Paint Creek, Texas.: 
was highly commended by General Lawton ‘for successfully 
planning an attack on Stone Fort at El Caney, Cuba, in July, 
1898; "’? who left the theater of operations in the Philippines to 
command the American forces at Taku; who joined with the 
other forces of civilization in the march on Pekin. This of 
General Chaffee! An Ohio boy who, by meritorious services, 


ous se 


has steadily worked his way upward on the roll of honor from 
the position of private to that of major-general in the Army 
of the United States. This of General Chaffee! An American 


volunteer who has fought the country’s battles on the fields of 
the rebellion, in the swamps of Cuba, on the plains of the West, 
in the jungles of Luzon, and in the awful march on the capital 
of the Chinese Empire. 
agery!’’ And that utterance of the Democratic Senator from 
Utah is but a specimen of the abuse which has been heaped 


upon the American Army by our Democratic friends for weeks 
and months past. None escapes these general denunciations, from 


Commander in Chief Chaffee down to the humblest private. 
Our Democratic friends would have us believe that not only has 
the very nature of the men who fought their country’s battles in 
Cuba and in China been transformed by their experience in the 
Philippines, but that from men of heart and mind and con- 


science they have descended to the level of the brute and the 
Savage 

Personally I have viewed this performance with surprise, but 
with c — acency. I donot believe that the Democratic mem- 
bers of Congress, in their assault on the Army, are representative 
of Democratic sentiment throughout the United States. It is not 
a Republican army which they are assailing, nor is it a Demo- 
cratic army. It is an American army, composed of both Repub- 
licans and Democrats; men from the East and men from the West; 
men from the Nerthand men from the South. Iknow personally 


disgusted with the course of their Senators 

this matter, and who feel that even if 
min its selection of tariff reform or free 
, it at least did not disgrace itself as in 


of Democrats who are 
and Representatives on 
their party was mistake 


silver coinage as an issue 


the present attack which it is making on the men who wear the 
blue and the khaki uniform and are fighting their country’s bat- 
tles in the far-off Orient. 


Let no time be wasted on the proposition that the United States 







shall guarantee to the Filipinos complete independence. Many, 
many vears ‘will elapse bef ore the people of the islands, even 
under American tutelage, will be in position to govern themselves. 
There is no need of crossing the bridge of independence until we 
come toit. There is no necessity for making promises now which 
may return to plague us in the future. Long before the time 
whe yple are fitted for independence shall arrive, they 

re q ikely to be united so thoroughly in all their feelings 

nts with the American people that they may prefer 
ar nd a Territorial form of government, and even ad- 
missio1 tatehood in the American Union. 

Let 1 - Democratic fri nds indulge in unnecessary hysteria 
beca ipi are being governed without their consent. 
They ‘ous ins tances in the history of our country, 

11 m of additional territory by Thomas Jef 
mi the acquisition of the Philippines ui der Wil- 
McKinley in 1898, where this country has proceeded to govern 
\ t asking consent. But the concern of some of our Demo- 
1ds over the dusky-hued Filipinos is painfully ludicrous. 
Here are gentlemen from the Carolinas, Georgia, Alabama, Mis- 
i, Louisiana, an ad * fexas—from the very heart of the cotton 
ve] ving that . United States should attempt to govern 
Filij without thei1 nt when there are 7,000,000 col- 
ore 1 the South who, although in a majority in several 
of t States, no longer have a representative in this House 

: are no lon per 1 to exercise an elective franchise 

he rights ¢ i to these colored people by the Consti- 

tution a n letter and in spirit. The fifteenth 


gallant and efficient services in an en- | 
* who | 
| their country, 


building, have vied with each other in seeking to dis- | 
| There, in the cotton belt, is real imperialism; 


until | 
who was brevetted in | 


who | 
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amendment to the Constitution might. just as well be repealed. 
These gentlemen on the other side of the House, and the people 
whom they represent at home, I declare, are governing the col- 
ored masses in the population of the South without their consent. 
there is the imperi- 
alism which not only governs American citizens without their 
consent, but also deprives them of participation, even to a limited 
degree, in legislation for the communities in which they reside. 
Instead of abusing American soldiers and wasting sympathy on 
the Malays of the Philippine Archipelago, I would suggest to my 
Southern friends that right at home they should proceed to con- 
fer upon the colored population of the South at least that limited 
participation in public affairs which we have already bestowed 
upon the Filipinos of the far-off Pacific. [Applause. | 

I am satisfied that when the people of the United States are 
heard from at the ballot box next fall, then, and during the cam- 
paign, abuse of American soldiers who are facing the enemies of 
fighting those that are firing on our flag, wading 


, through sw: sms, fording rivers, climbing mountains, and endur- 


ing untold hardships for the restoration of law and order in our 
island possessions, will be found to be a losing issue. Oregon has 
already been heard from on this Democratic proposition of a policy 
of scuttle for the Philippines and unlimited abuses for American 
soldiers; and two members of this House have been returned 


| from that far Northwestern State by majorities approximating 


‘* Who received his education in sav- | 


the highest figures ever recorded. [Applause. } 

If our occupation and control of the Philippine Islands repre- 
sent imperialism, how proud we were not only that we were in 
possession of Manila, but with lying off her docks were our men- 
of-war ready for action and that throughout the island of Luzon 
were our fighting regiments quickly to be mobilized and placed 
on transports, when a cry of horror arose from the entire civilized 
world, two years ago, over the dreadful situation in Pekin. 
Religious fanaticism and hatred of the foreigners in China had 
found expression in an outburst of Boxer fury, which sought to 
take the lives not only of our missionaries scattered throughout 
the Empire, but even of the ministers of the United States and 
the other civilized nations represented at the Chinese capital, 
along with the lives of the attachés of the legations and the 
women and children connected therewith. 

Then I say we were proud of the fact that we had been 
of imperialism in the Philippines; proud that the ships of hattle 
and the tr: tnsport: ; loaded with troops were quickly transferred 
from Manila to Taku; proud that Gen. Adna R. Chaffee, ** who 
received his education in savagery,’”’ was in command of the 
United States troops disembarked on the soil of China; proud 
not only that we had been guilty of imperialism, but also that 
we had become a world power and were prepared to join with the 


guilty 





forces of civilization in marching on the capital of the Chinese 
Empire for the relief of men, women, and children besieged 
there by religious fanatics. And the most heroic figure among 


the allied commanders of the forces of civilization which began 
that march _ 3 a meral Chaffee. He was resolute when others 
were faint of h ; he declared that the American troops would 
march to Pekin, iE necessary, alone. [Applause. ] What his 
words were I know not, but they must have been worthy of a place 
in history along with the immortal declarations of Lawrence and 
Dix. [Applause.] Whattrue American regretted, as our troo} 
struggled on through heat and dust toward Pekin, for the relief 
of men, women, and children in the legations there, that we had 
been guilty of imperialism; that we had become a ruling power 
and that we had the men and the guns necessary to do our part 
in that great international drama of rescue? | Applaus J 





The at 1estion has often been asked, What are we going to do 
with the Philippines, if we retain them? Theve wry question sug- 
gests the shirking of responsibilities. We did not seek the Phil 
ippines; we did not seek an expansion of our territory; we 4 a 


everything possible in an equitable way to avoid going to war 
with Spain. It was the villain’s hand who fired the mine placed 
under the ship Maine which forced us into war and changed 
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the map of the world; which forced Dewey out of Hoi ngkong 
within twenty-four hours and compelled him to seek t 
the mines, and the fleet of Spain in the harbor of Manila. 
never has been a mount nt since Gridley opened fire from 
Olympia when we could beat an honorable retreat from the harbor 
of Manila. |Applause. ] 

The Philippines are as much a heritage of the war as is Por 


Rico or Guam or Haw 
upon us which we 
must face res] 
Filipinos, 


aii. They impos dn stone il responsibilities 
must meet. A nationis like an individual. 1 
onsibilities and it must 


face them likea man. Th 
ntrasted with Americans, are as mere children to 
men and women. | 


We must treat them as children: \ 


as Cc 


fTown 








must supply them with a course in the kindergarten; they are 
not fit as yet for a course in the higher institutions of learning. 
{[Applause.] We have back of us eight hundred years of steaal'y 
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advancing civilization, which have given us the best form of gov- 
ernment on the face of the earth. The Filipinos, in a large part, 
have back of them only a record of barbarism, supplemented by 
centuries of Spanish fs ate and misrule. It is our duty, 
which must be met, to educate them along the lines of American 
development and progress. We must afford to them every facil- 
ity for improvement. These islands have come to us for pur- 
poses of betterment and not for loot. [Applause. ] 

But beyond the mere consideration of the institutions of the 


their people, we need not lose sight of the fact that the islands 
afford a new field for the industrial and commercial enterprise of 
the American people. They represent vast natural resources in 
their mountains, Soin with precious metals; in the primeval 
forests, waiting for the ax of the lumbermen; and in the fertile 
fields which have scarcely been touched by modern agricultural 
methods. They will yet teem with a vast population, largely 
American, and in time will become one of the leading markets of 
the world for the products of American agriculture and indus- 
trial genius. [Applause. | 

Furthermore, they represent the extreme American outpost in 
the Orient, within striking distance of the coast of Asia. Let the 
unprogressive or the unpatriotic deride the idea as they may; never- 
theless, the fact remains that the United States has become a 
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| party for President of the United States. 


matters of principle and policy Republicans have differed mate- 
rially and radically with the man who, during the last two 
Presidential campaigns, has been the candidate of the Democratic 
And yet, above and 
beyond all partisan considerations, I express my own belief that 
when the history of the past four years shall be written. and 
when the character and methods and achievements of William 
J. Bryan shall be given the cold and calm consideration of the 


| historian, the most brilliant chapter will be where Mr. Bryan, 
Philippines and the policy already under way of Americanizing | 


the Democrat and the partisan, laid aside both Democracy and 
partisanship, came to Washington and lobbied in the corridors 
and on the floor of the Senate Chamber for the ratification of the 
treaty of Paris. 

His course was not popular with his party, which, almost to a 
man, at the other end of this building, was arrayed against rati- 
fication. Only one individual could influence from that Demo- 


| cratic minority sufficient support, combined with a Republican 


world power, and like other powers of the earth is hunting for | 


markets. Our triumph in China was not confined to the success 
of Chaffee and’ the other allied generals of civilization in forcing 
the gates of Pekin. Our diplomacy enjoyed a triumph less sen- 
sational and picturesque, perhaps, but nevertheless quite as sub- 
stantial, when we used our influence to prevent the partition of 
China, to hold back the Russian invader, and to secure for our 
manufacturers and producers the ‘‘ open door’’ into China. John 
Hay, Secretary of State, shares with Maj. Gen. Adna R. Chaffee 
the glory of that invasion of China. [Applause. ] 

From our distant outposts at Manila, with ships and soldiers, 
if necessary, and in cooperation with Great Britain and Japan, if 
necessary, We will maintain the door into China for our traders, 
open. That Chinese Empire, with its 400,000,000 people, affords 
the greatest market in the world, so far as future possibilities are 
concerned. For with the modern civilizing influences which 
will now have full play in China, with the construction of rail- 
roads, and with the development of the great natural resources 
of the Empire, will come an increased capacity on the part of the 
Chinese to consume. 

It is scarcely conceivable to what vast proportions this Chinese 
market will develop. And we would be false to the interests of 
American manufacturers and producers and American wage- 
earners if we should withdraw, unless honor compelled it, from 
the Philippines, and thereby surrender not only the possibilities 
of that great market in the archipelago, but also the vantage 
ground at Manila, from which we may perform our part in main- 
taining the door into China’s market open. This may be termed 
imperialism, but it may also be termed progress. Whatever it 


complications in the Philippines, will ultimately give to us vast 
markets both in the islands of the Pacific and on the mainland of 
Asia, 

As well withdraw from Honolulu, from Pearl Harbor, from 
Guam! 
irom Manila the advantages in China which our soldiers and 


majority, to give the two-thirds vote necessary to ratify the 
treaty of Paris. That man was Mr. Bryan; and it was only his 
remarkable hold on the affections and the aspirations of his party 
which permitted him to secure the votes necessary for ratifica- 
tion. Time is constantly changing the perspective; yet when all 
the excitements, the sensations, and the mistaken issues, which 
have marked the last two national campaigns of the Democratic 
party, shall be forgotten, the service, personal, persistent, and 
productive, which Mr. Bryan rendered in dragging Democratic 
Senators unwillingly to the support of the treaty of Paris will, in 
my opinion, be the enduring monument which history will raise 
to the memory of the brilliant and versatile Nebraskan. It was 
truly a patriotic performance on Mr. Bryan’s part. [Applause. ] 

Permit a man without partisanship nor oratorical proclivities, 


| but who possesses practical knowledge and experience—a naval 


| officer, Admiral Remey—to give his views on the present situation 


in the Philippines. On his arrival in the United States from 
Manila, recently, this was his summary of the situation: 


Concerning general conditions in the islands, General Chaffee told me be- 
fore leaving that things were progressing satisfactorily—slowly but surely 
and that pacification was only a matter of time. Talk of withdrawal of the 
United States from the Philippines is based on inaccurate and incomplete 
knowledge of conditions outthere. Thiscountry could not withdraw. Chaos 
would be the result. My observations have convinced me that the natives 


| are not capable of civil government yet. They needa guiding hand, and now 


that we have undertaken the task we can not for the sake of humanity with- 


| draw until the work is completed. 


The end of the Philippine matter is clearly in sight. All indi- 
vations point to the collapse of the insurrection, which to-day 
largely partakes of the nature of brigandage. Ere long the 
country will be agreeably surprised to learn officially from the 
President of the United States that all the islands of the Philip- 
pines, where resistance of our authority has occurred, are paci- 
fied; and in line with the humane policy pursued by our military 
as well as civil: authorities in the islands will probably come a 
proclamation of amnesty for the Filipinos recently in revolt. 
With that will ensue a glorious conclusion of the policy instituted 


- ) | by the lamented McKinley and steadfastly maintained by Presi- 
may be termed, it represents the way which, out of our present | 


dent Roosevelt, grandly enforced by the valor, endurance, and 
humanity of the American forces in arms, and worthily supple- 
mented by the achievements of the Taft Commission, which has 


| supplanted chaos with civil institutions of an enduring character. 


For, certainly, if we do not igtend to retain Manila, and | 


diplomats have given to us, why not abandon the other islands of | 


the Pacific where American coaling stations have been estab- 
lished and by which we maintain a practicable route through that 
vast expanse of water, 8,000 miles, from San Francisco to Manila? 
|Applause.] The policy of scuttle which our Democratic friends 
avor for the Philippines involves the abandonment of all our 
other possessions in the Pacific, and all of our advantages at the 
door of China. 

Indeed, why retain Porto Rico; why purchase the Danish West 
Indies, with the splendid harbor of St. Thomas; why expend 


| 
‘ 
l 


hundreds of millions of dollars on the construction of a canal | 


between the Caribbean Sea and the Pacific Ocean in the interest 
of increased trade if we are to surrender our control of the trade 
of the Pacific which in the fullness of time Divine Providence 
ajpears to have given us? And yet the Democratic vision on the 
other side of this Chamber appears to be so contracted that 
during the entire progress of this debate no single Democratic 
Representative has referred to all these advantages resulting to 
us from the so-called policy of imperialism. Their thoughts and 
utterances seem to have been concentrated on reckless abuse of 
the American Army. [Applause. ] 

Our possession of the Philippines, already a practical fact, was 
confirmed in international law, by the ratification of the treaty 
of Paris. There are times when patriots can be partisans, and 
there are times when partisans must be Americans only. On 


| is under discussion. 


The hands of the clock are rapidly approaching the hour when 
this long discussion will close and by Republican votes this meas- 
ure will be passed. 

When you ask me what of the future and what of the Repub- 
lican policy toward the Filipinos, I point to this measure which 
It means better things for the people of the 
islands; it means improved conditions of government; it means 
increased participation of the people in the management of their 
own affairs; it means progress for the islands; it means the up- 
building of government; it means the education of children; it 


| means the safeguarding of liberty; it means the elimination of the 


elements which made insurrection against Spain possible and 
gave Aguinaldo his opportunity. 

And let us hope and trust that ultimately the hope of our dead 
President will be realized, that— 
all the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands will come to look back with grati- 
tude to the day when God gave victory to American arms at Manila and set 
their land under the sovereignty of the people of the United States. 

As an appendix to my remarks I desire to submit a publication 
by an eminent physician and surgeon of the city of New York, 
which, I believe, is altogether germane and pertinent to our oc- 
cupancy and control of the Philippine Islands; and I sincerely 
hope that after careful perusal our Army officers may have sug- 
gested to their minds ideas which will lead to improvement in 
the matter of rations for American soldiers. Without indorsing 
all the views herein contained, I present this appendix as a pro- 
duction which is suggested by the experience of a talented and 


' observing man, and is well worthy of attention. 
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APPENDIX. 
NATIVE TROOPS FOR OUR COLONIAL POSSESSIONS.* 


[By Maj. Louis Livingston Seaman, M. D., LL. B., New York City, Surgeon 
First United States Volunteer Engineers. } 

The time is at hand for the authorities of the United States to decidea 
military question of the gravest importance, namely, whether our island 
possessions in the Tropics shall be garrisoned by troops sent from this coun- 
try or whether native troops shall be recruited for this purpose. Involved 
in this question are considevetions of climate and subsistence; of vast ex- 
penses for transportation of men and food; of expenditures for wages and 
future pensions; of intricate hospital arrangements involving elaborate es- 
tablishments, mutually dependent but thousands of miles apart. 

For the solution of a similar problem in China the recent experiences of 
Great Britain at Wei Hai Wei are luminous in purpose and results, and most 
timely for immediate application to this country’s needs, especially in the 
Philippines. It is worth while to study with the utmost care what England 
has done with her native battalion at Wei Hai Wei. 


Forty miles to the eastward of Chefoo, where in the year 18%, with the | 


guns of the Russian fleet clearing for action, the treaty of Shimonoseki was 
ratified by China and Japan, lies the harbor of Wei Hai Wei. It is a bay 
formed by a sharp break in the rugged coast line, and is protected at its 
entrance by the island of Liu Kung Toa. Nature has Soom Uienel to China 
in the matter of sleelters to commerce, robbing the eastern shores of the Pa- 
cific that she might furnish the western with magnificent harbors and bays. 
Of these Wei Hai Wei takes easily primary rank, with its capacious, deep 
mud-bottomed harbor and its natural defenses. 


Wei Hai Wei (pronounced as though it were written Way High Way) was 


founded in the reign of the Emperor Hung Wu, of the last (Ming) dynasty, 
about A.D. 1399. The third syllable—for there are three syllables rather 
than three words—means a walled military post; the first, though homopho- 
nous, means to awe, or, as we would say, to overawe; the middle member of 
the name is the word for sea. Thus Wei Hai Wei is the * Terror of the Sea,” 
so called because it was used as a base from which to subdue the pirates that 
infested the neighboring seas. 

In the year 1883 the first steps were taken to fortify Wei Hai Wei as a base 
for military operations, but the war with the French in 1894 led to the aban- 
donment of the work before much had been accomplished. When peace 
came the interrupted activity was renewed and the rapidly growing north- 
ern ocean squadron of the Chinese navy found here its summer rendezvous, 
the harbor at Port Arthur, or Lu Shon Kon, as the Chinese call it, being far 
too smal] to shelter more than a few ships at one time. 


Later two light-houses were erected. Forts were built under German | 


superintendence, and supplied with guns by Krupp, whose agent, the late 
General Schnell, was instructor in gunnery in the Chinese garrison. Money 


was spent liberally, and excellent work was done in the way of fortifying | 


the mp for the mandarins got their ‘‘squeeze™ not by “jerry building.” 
but 


expense of battalions which never existed. And when they did go infor | 


“jerry building” their methods were radical. The presiding genius of the 
day. Li Hung Chang, found on his last inspection, made just before the 
Japanese sank the Kow Shing, and so opened the war, that a fort on the far 


east end of the bay had been built of wood. Mighty was the wrath of the | 


great Li, and frightful the consternation of the two generals responsible for 
the fraud, fellow-provincials and protégés of Li himself. They were in- 
struced to rebuild at once, and with stone. 

But whence the funds? These were found in a way that was simplicity 
itself. A battalion was estimated for, and although it never anne. save 
on paper, money was drawn for its maintenance. Stone was obtained 
ee from the wonderful and inexhaustible granite quarries of Shih 

ao, in the Shan Tung promontory, and there it lies to-day, for the Japanese 
war put a stop to further fortifications. And when the Chinese Govern- 
ment recently turned the place over to the British the local authorities had 
no knowledge of the existence of this material, which was boldly claimed by 
a disgraced general. 

On November 21, 1894, Port Arthur fell into the hands of the Japanese, 
who shortly began to turn their attention to Wei Hai Wei. On the 20th of 
January following 25,000 men were landed on the sheltered shore of Yung 
Cheng Bay under cover of the guns of the Japanese fieet. From that place 
to Wei Hai Wei a march of more than 40 miles was necessary overa country 
innocent of a road wider than a pack-mule track, and on February 12, 1895, 
Wei Hai Wei was evacuated by the Chinese. 

Of their fleet, some were sunk and some captured. Admiral Ting,a brave 
officer, willing to fight, but under orders not to leave the harbor, chagrined 
and heartbroken, swallowed opium after signing articles of capitulation. 
The country around was occupied speedily and effectually by the Japanese. 
The treaty of Shimonoseki provided that Wei Hai Wei should remain in the 
hands of the Japanese until certain stipulations should be carried out, and 
for nearly four years Japan maintained a large garrison there, but on July 
24, 1898, the Japanese flag disappeared fromthe harbor. For a brief time the 
Chinese emblem displayed its dragon swallowing the sun, shortly to finda 
companion in the Union Jack, ond finally to disappear a few months later, 
leaving the British nominally, as they had been actually, in control of Wei 
Hai Wei, their new “sphere of influence.” 

[It is on these historic shores that the experiment of transforming the 
Chinaman into a modern fighting machine has been successfully made by 
the newcomers, while the military experts of the world are watching the 
results with increasing interest. 

And since the policy of our own country to retain permanent possession 
of our new insular colonies now seems established, we, too, should be espe- 
cially interested in the experiment from a military as well as an economic 
point of view. Wherever the flag of England floats, there you will find her 
defenses maintained by native guardians. The flower of her army is not 
consumed in colonial garrisons. In India, the Gurkhas and Sikhs, officered 
by Euglishmen, form her military reliance. In West Africa the Houssas are 
her defenders. In Egypt the Baggaras, transformed by the skill of Kitch- 
ener, rout the forces of the Mahdi. In the Windward and Leeward islands 
and Jamaica, native regiments (blacks) are employed exclusively: so, too, 
in Australia and Canada, her soldiers are mostly native born, and in South 
Africa, until the outbreak of the present war, Zulus, supplemented by a 
small contingent of English troops, maintained her defense and security. 
Where, indeed, would England be to-day were it not for these native forces 
guarding her colonial empire, while her own soldiers are engaged in the 
Transvaal hostilities. 

Quick in her perception of this great advantage, she no sooner got pos- 
session of her new sphere in China than she at once set about organizing a 
means of defense by utilizing the material at hand, knowing that if suc- 
cessful she could at once eliminate two of the greatest problems besetting 
an army on a foreign shore—that of acclimatization, and of subsistence, with 
the attendant dangers of climatic and epidemic diseases. 


* Read at the ninth annual meeting of the Association of Military Sur- | 


geons of the United States. at the Academy of Medicine, New York, June, 
1900, and also published in the North American Review. 
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It was my good fortune, ona recent visit to Wei Hai Wei, to meet Col. C. H 
| Bower, R. A., to whose genius has been intrusted the serious experiment 
| of transforming native Chinese from mild-mannered coolies to modern go].- 

diers, to witness many of their drills, and to get from Colonel Bower's own 

lips his account of the work. He approached the task with many miszgivy- 
| ings, but after six monthsof patient work his views changed radically, The 
first battalion, Chinese regiment, recruited during the past year, numbered 
at the time of my visit 360 men, all from the Shan Tung Province, where 
the finest specimens of physical development of China are to be found. 

These men are enlisted for three years, under the regular provisions of the 
British army act, for service in any part of the world. They have been se- 
lected with the greatest care. The average height is 5 feet 8 inches, with a 
chest development of 38 inches, a standard higher than that of the regular 
British army to-day. Three companies of 120 men each were well advanced 
in training. The organization of the company in detail is similar to that in 
the United States Army. All the commissioned officers are British, but the 
noncommissioned staff, with the exception of 1 sergeant-major, 1 color 
| sergeant, 1 orderly room clerk, and 1 armor sergeant are Chinese. 

It is certainly wonderful what a few months’ hard work accomplished in 
“licking these ‘rookies’ into shape.’’ Colonel Bower assured me that while 
originally he was far from being impressed with the idea of making soldiers 
of the Chinese—indeed, he was decidedly srejudiced against even such an 
attempt—experience had convinced him of his error, and that he was now 
becoming an optimist. The initial processes of drilling were tedious, and re 
quired much patience on the part of the drillmaster; but the men soon 
learned to respect their superiors and became attached personally to them: 
| and the officers, having once gained the confidence of the men, could do al- 
most anything with them. Discipline was maintained with but little use of 
| the guardroom, and drunkenness was unknown. 
| These Chinese recruits are remarkably respectful, orderly, docile, and 
| learn their tactics well, but ree E ag no ne patience has to be exercised with 
} 


them until they fully understand their positions and are brought to a reali- 
zation of their responsibilities, of which, in their early days, they seem to 
have no understanding. For more than six thousand years the Chinaman 
has followed his own method and it is difficult to make him realize the im 
portance of precision in military affairs. For instance, when a leave of ab- 
| sence for seventy-two hours is given to him, he will return perhaps in ninety- 
| six, thinking it is all right. What's the difference? 
| Hecan not be made tosee it: “came back all right; three days all the same 
| four, so long as he did come back.” But when put in the guard room fora 
| week and made to do extra labor, his sleeping sense of duty is awakened and 
| he does not repeat the offense. Notwithstanding that the drills at Wei Hai 
| Wei have been very severe, desertions were unknown, although opportunity 
could be found easily, as the British concession or sphere of influence extends 
| only 10 miles inland. The uniform of the troops is rather picturesque; straw 
| hats in the extreme heat of summer, to be replaced by turbans in winter; 
| khaki blouses and breeches for the summer, to be exchanged for rough Irish 
frieze in winter; red cummerbunds, and putties instead of leggings, with the 
| regular artillery boot of the British army. 
| Colonel Bower was expecially enthusiastic over the results of his men's 
| musketry practice at the rifle butts. At the time of my visit they had been 
trained for short-range work only—one, two, and three hundred yards: but 
their scores had been exceedingly gratifying, better even than those of the 
average British soldier after an equal amount of practice, to the great aston- 
ishment of all the officers of the regiment. 

The cost of these troops to the British Government is another surprise. 
Their ration consists of one catty of rice (1.33 pounds), one-third catty of flour 
daily, and one pound of meat once a week. The cost of this to the British 
Government is $2.15, Mexican, a month; the soldier's pay is $8.09, Mexican, a 
| month, making the entire cost to the Government for the soldier and his sub- 
| sistence $10.15, Mexican, or $5, gold, a month. 
| All vegetables and luxuries are purchased by the soldier at his own ex- 

pense. The health of the men was excellent. face the organization of the 
regiment there had not been one death or a serious case of intestinal disease, 
although the period has included the most inclement season of the year. 
| Colonel Bower was convinced that with a year or two more of training his 
| men would be equal to any soldiers in the world. 

At the time of my visit the battalion had its first experience in fighting 
fire. A conflagration occurred in the old city. 

On such occasions it is the custom of the natives to sit by supinely, watch- 
ing the progress of the flames, even though a whole city may be in a blaze, 
or to indaiee in looting. But the English officers were on the scene quickly 
with the Chinese battalion, a fire brigade was organized promptly, water 
was passed up in buckets and the fire put under control, while the populace 
stood by and marveled. 

Within a year of their enlistment, these troops successfully stood the cru- 
cial test of leading a charge. In asharp action with a vastly superior force of 
boxers, the same who are now menacing the safety of the Chinese Empire in 
the provinces of Shan Tung an@ Pi Chi Li, and about Tien-Tsin and the Im 
perial City, Peking, the Chinese batallion, with their British officers, quickly 
routed the enemy, killing 60 and capturing a large quantity of arms. Their 
own casualties amounted to only two, both British officers, who were 
wounded. Thus they demostrated beyond cavil their fidelity and loyalty to 
the new flag they had sworn to uphold, even when their opponents were their 
own countrymen. 

Hitherto we have been accustomed to laugh at the soldiery of China; but 
the fact that her soldiery isa laughing stock on account of lack of training 
and bad generalship proves nothing against the Chinaman’s courage. Fo 
tunately there can be no question of his innate bravery. For a considera 
tion, or when convinced that he is right, he puts the fear of death entirely 
out of his mind. Like the negro, the Eg yptian, or the Malay, all the China- 
man wants is the inspiration and leadership of resolute white officers. Con 
spicuous examples of their personal bravery are not lacking in the official 
reports of our own officers serving in the Philippines, notably those of Lieu 
tenant Batson, of Major Bell, of Captain Sawtelle, of General MacArthur's 
staff, of Colonel Powell and Captain Durfee, of the Seventeenth Infantry, and 
of Major Shields, surgeon of the California Volunteers. My own observa: 
tions on the firing line confirm these opinions. The Chinese drivers or litter 
bearers were as absolutely unconcerned under fire as though out in a snow 
storm, and they obeyed their orders implicitly. —_ 

An incident illustrating the bravery of the cooly is narrated by Major ! itzZ- 

zerald. It occurred at the battle of Malolos, in Luzon. An American soldier 
1ad fallen at the front; two coolies had rushed forward with their litter, con 


sisting of a little hammock swung from a pole, and were bringing the man 
back to the dressing station, when a bullet pierced the thigh of one of the 
| litter bearers. He continued on, however, as though nothing had BaP P eof 


until he deposited his charge beside the improvised operating table. 

until some time later was it found that the cooly was wounded severely anc 

suffering intense pain. He endured it all with the patience and stoicism °" 
| his race, and expressed suprise that attention should be bestowed upou him 
| at all; he had expected to be left by the wayside. 


| That the yellow and black races make excellent fighting material w = 
| properly officered by whites, has been proved conclusively in innumera le 


instances. In our own army at San Juan Hill, the Twenty-fourth an 
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Twenty-fifth United States Infantry and Tenth Cavalry, negro troops, led 
by their gallant white American officers, did as effective work as any men, 
regulars or volunteers, on the field. 

Nor did their heroism cease there. Later, when that more dreaded enemy, 
vellow fever, appeared in every camp, and when volunteers were called for 
to nurse the sick and dying and to bury the dead, it was these men of the 
negro regiments who responded to the call, notwithstanding that their num- 
bers had been terribly reduced in the battle only a few days before, and the 
fatal pestilence was raging in their own ranks. One hundred and twelve of 


these martyrs succumbed to the disease, but they quavered not in the hour | 


of danger. — ‘ 7 r 

Nor is thisrecord for fearlessness in the so-called inferior races confined to 
our own Army. What did Kitchener do with the Egyptian peasants who 
for centuries had been regarded as menials and cowards’ By tactics similar 


Wei, he transformed them into cavalrymen, who not only successfully re- 


sisted but charged and broke the bloodthirsty-followers of the Mahdi and | 


defeated them with terrible slaughter. 

Fifteen years ago the idea of making a soldier of an Egyptian would have 
been ridiculed as a practical joke by military men. Training and the inspi- 
ration of leadership won the victories, and the Egyptian soldier of to-day has 
his place in history. 

The experience of “Chinese” Gordon at the taking of the Taku forts in 
1860 is eloquent in its showing of the individual bravery of the Chinaman. 
Large numbers of coolies were pressed into his service as cooks, litter bearers, 
and for transportation purposes. Arriving at the moats surrounding the 
forts, these slaves of duty seized the scaling ladders, rushed into the water 
nearly neck deep, and in the face of a galling rifle and artillery fire placed 
the ladders on their shoulders from man to man, thus forming a continuous 


bridge supported by human pillars, and let the British army walk over their | 


heads to the other side of the moat. Then, rushing from the water with 
their ladders, they ran to the walls of the fortress, and were the first to scale 
their ramparts. hus was courage inspired, and thus did it become conta- 
gious, even as panic and disaster would have resulted had the leadership 
failed. 

Nor has Spain been without experience in the use of native troops in her 
colonies. In the very place where this urgent military question must be met 
andsolved by the United States, namely, in the Philippines, upon which Spain 
placed strong reliance, was her native Filipino troops, of om, when Manila 
fell, she had about 5,000. They were among her best disciplined and bravest 
troops, familiar with the country, its warfare, its dangers, and its ambus- 
cades, in excellent health and thoroughly acclimated, speaking the language 
of the country, free from danger of tropical diseases, and subsisting on na- 
tive foods. Our failure to secure them for service under the American flag 
was promptly taken advantage of by the wily Aguinaldo. who, upon condi- 
tion of their swearing fealty to him and entering his army, promised them 
immunity from their countrymen and reward for their services. 

It wasonly ashort time before the entire force was under his control, almost 
every soldier being made an officer in the Filipino ranks. It was in this way 
that Aguinaldo was enabled tocreate the disciplined array that was destined 
to cope with our army of over 50,000 men. 

In view of our failure to secure the trained Spanish-Filipino soldiers, and 
considering the suspicion that exists and will probably continue to exist 
toward us among the natives of these islands, the experiment of Great 
Britain with the inese battalion at Wei Hai Wei is of signal concern to 
the United States. In our Philippine possessions there are already more 
than 100,000 Chinese, who form by far the most industrious class of the in- 
habitants. The Chinese mestizo (half Chinese and half Filipino) is acknowl- 
edged to be superior to the Eurasian, or to the mestizos of Oriental cross, 
Japanese, Hindoo, or Bornese. Many of them are wealthy bankers or mer- 
chants. Others are engaged as compradors and clerks, banking houses em- 
ploying them almost to the exclusion of other nationalties, on account of their 
quick wit, sterling honesty, industry and individual merit. As in the Ha- 
waiian Islands, they form the most valuable element of the population. 

The Chinese-Hawaiian half-caste is the keenest business man and the most 
industrious citizen to be found in thoseislands. The exclusionof the Chinese 
laborer in that land will do inestimable damage in retarding industrial and 
commercial development. Despite his fanaticism when directed by ignorant 
rulers, he has shown his superiority over other Orientals in his untiring in- 
dustry, his domesticity, and his honesty. 

In the large foreign hongs of China and Japan he is the trusted employee 
in places requiring resp« a, When putin competition with the Bornese, 
the Filipino, the Singalese, the Hawaiian, the Japanese, or the Indian, he in- 
variably wins, as may be seen by his rise from poverty to wealth and influence 
in the cities of Singapore, Calcutta,Sandakan, Manila, Honolulu,or Yokohama. 
It is time the world recognized that in the great race of civilization, and the 
greaterrace for thesurvival of the fittest, the nation that has preserved the in- 
tegrity of itsGovernment for over six thousand years; that has witnessed the 
rise and fall of the civilization of Chaldea, Egypt, Greece, and Rome; thatcan 
claim the discovery of the compass, of gunpowder, the game of chess, and 
the printing press, is more to be feared for its virtues than its vices. The 
presence of the Chinaman in the Philippines, as in the Hawaiian Islands, will 
do more to promote the industrial development of these colonies than any 
other single factor. His exclusion was a diplomatic biunder to be rated with 
our failure to secure the army of Filipinos trained by Spain and the discharge 


| mental disturbances that may end in suicide or insanity. I 





of the civil guard of Manila, 500 strong, all of whom immediately entered | 


the service of Aguinaldo, and the irrational rationing of our troops, which | 


did and is still doing so much to invalid and decimate our army. To attrib- 
ute to climate the diseases of the Tropics is an error due to ignorance and 
custom. The vast majority of ailments credited to climate have their origin 
in the use of improper foods, overfeeding, or the abuse of stimulants. 

During the past two years it has been my misfortune to see two great 
armies—one in our own southern country, Cuba and Porto Rico, and one in 
the Philippine Islands—largely invalided through culpable ignorance or 
neglect, by improperly subsisting the troops. To the the eternal disgrace of 
our medical and commissary departments it will be remembered that when 
entire regiments were suffering from stomach and intestinal catarrhs, from 
diarrhea ailments (and I have seen more than 75 per cent of an entire com- 
mand in this condition at one time), they were subsisted on a ration of rich 
eats, pork and beans, tomatoes, and other foods that aggravated the dis- 
cases, crowded the hospital tents, and left the men weak and emaciated, so 
that their return to health was a prolonged ak le. Taps and the last vol- 
ley were often the only reward many a poor soldier received for his patri- 
OUlsm, 
,. As represented in caloric units, the ration supplied to the American sol- 
Gier In tropical lands amounted to thirty-eight hundred units, while that 
given to an English prize fighter in a temperate zone, when training for the 
ring, amounts to only 2,800 caloric units. 

lt isan old saying that “ it is the ration that wins the battle.” As furnished 
to the soldier the ration was an excellent winter food, rich in elements requi- 
Site for respiration under a low temperature, but for a tropical land the enor- 


ious excess of carbon furnished by it to the lungs, over and above that which | 


they could dispose of, imposed upon the liver and kidneys additional duties 
or clunination, producing congestions, fermentation and catarrhs, dyspepsia 


and lithemia, glycosuria and phosphaturia, interfering with metabolism, and 
creating conditions favorable to bacteriological a together with 


almost the entire train of diseases which have crowded our army hospitals, 
In oe. especially, the nervous system is deprived of the salts nec- 
essary for its proper function, which privation not infrequently results in 

low little the heat 
is directly responsible for these cases may be infenred from the extreme rarity 
of sunstroke in the Tropics. 

Dr. John Ordonaux, emeritus professor of medical jurisprudence in the 
College of Physicians and Surgeons, served with distinction thirty-five years 
ago in our war of the rebellion as a volunteer surgeon. It was at that time 
that the famous saying, *‘ Beans killed more than bullets,” arose. In round 
numbers, the mostality from bullets, directly and indirectly, was 100,000, 


‘ : ) r | while that from disease was 50,000, or five to one. Commenting on this fact 
to those now being followed by Colonel Bower with the Chinese at Wei Hai | 


thirty-seven years ago, ‘that the ration served our troops in the Squth was 
the same in winter as in summer,” Dr. Ordonaux said: 
“By proper disposition of his diet man lives as healthfully under-the 


| equator as under the pole. The East Indian with his rice and yams, and the 
| Eskimo with his seal blubber and putrid fish are both healthy enough in 


their respective climates, but let them once change residences without 


| changing their diet, and what would be the consequence? The Eskimo 


would be attacked with putrid fever, and the East Indian would die of inani- 
tion. 

‘We perceive from this the absolute necessity of modifying all forms of 
diet in such a way as toaccommodate them to the physiological requirements 
of varying seasons. For habit is not acquired as against laws of chemical 


| combination, and no man can become habituated to doing that with impunity, 


which, being a violation of the physiological laws of his system, is, by its fre- 
quent admonitions of pain, notifying him of the evils about to overtake him. 

“ As the ration bill now stands, it presents us with too concentrated a form 
of diet for continued use. It abounds in fibrine, gluten, and fat, without, 
however, a sufficiency in starch, mucilage, gelatin, and acids. Aromatic 
herbs and spices, without which health can not for any length of time be pre- 
served, particularly in hot climate or seasons, are entirely omitted, while fat 
pork, an article contra indicated in summer both by the state of the appetite 
and the aren necessities of the system, stands as a sheet anchor of 
its anima! food.” 

And of what avail was this prophetic warning? The ration table of the 
United States Army in the Spanish-American war was substantially the same 
as that during the rebellion. 

From the dawn of history experience has shown that in time of war dis- 
ease was a far more deadly foe to an army than the bullets of an enemy. In 
the war of the Crimea the French lost in killed 21,000, and from disease 100,000, 
or about 1 from bullets and wounds to 5 from disease. The English losses in 
that dreadful campaign ran a little higher, the proportion between fatalities 
from bullets and wounds and that from disease being 1 to 6. 

In our civil war about the same ye »ortions were maintained, 1to5. In 
round numbers, 100,000 men fell on the field or died from wounds, and 500,000 
perished in hospital wards from the more fatal enemy, disease. 

But it has been reserved for the Spanish-American war to cause a blush of 
shame and indignation at the apathy and stupidity which has permitted pre- 
ventable diseases to play such havoc with the army. In the campaign, the 
actual hostilities of which lasted from July 1 to August 12, about six weeks, 
the mortality from bullets and wounds amounted to 268, while that from dis- 
ease reached the appalling number of 3,862, or about 14 to 1. With proper 
subsistence and sanitation these proportions for such a short service should 
have been reversed. 

With our military hospitals in the Philippines still crowded, despite the 
constant relief of their wards by shiploads returning on transports, and the 
decimating policy of irrationally subsisting the troops still in force, it be 
hooves the United States to follow the example of England at the earliest 
possible moment and to resort to the only reasonable course left open for the 
maintenance of her army in the Orient, namely, the utilization of native 
troops. Most authorities agree that it will require a garrison of at least 
40,000 men to maintain order in the Philippines, even after peace is declared, 
but I coincide with General Lawton, who told me that he thought it would 
require many more than that number to bring order out of chaos, to estab- 
lish law in the various provinces, and to maintain its complete supremacy. 

The United States now has 25 regiments of volunteers in the Philippines, 
whose term of service will expire on June 30, 1901. Most of the cuiteted men 
will wish to return at the expiration of that time, some sooner, while some 
will be willing to serve longer. A majority of the commissioned officers 
would welcome the opportunity to retain their places permanently. I would 
suggest that at the earliest possible date such of the enlisted men, not ex- 
ceeding one-third, as desire their discharge on account of sickness or for other 
causes be allowed to leave the service. Then from the third battalions of 
each regiment let all the enlisted men, excepting a few noncommissioned 
officers in each company, be transferred to the other two battalions, thus fill- 
ing them to their full strength. Enlist one battalion of Chinese or of native 
friendly Filipinos (Macabebes or Ilocanos) to each regiment, making the com. 
position of each regiment two battalions of white and one battalion of native 
troops, with white officers throughout, and a certain proportion of white non- 
commissioned officers in each native company. At such tinie as the authori- 
ties deem advisable, transform a second battalion of white to native troops 
in a similar manner. Then, when the proper time arrives, and the success of 
the move is demonstrated, transform the third battalion of each regiment, 
and, ascircumstances may justify, replace such of the white noncommissioned 
officers as may seem best for the interests of the service by native noncom- 


| missioned officers, but keep white commissioned officers first, last, and all 


the time. 

Published statistics recently furnished by Congress state that the cost of 
the army in the Philippines in the last year was about $150,000,000. It is easily 
within reason to declare that each fighting man costs the Government more 


| than $1,000, gold, a year for pay, subsistence, cost of transportion service, and 


medical attendance, without any calculation for his future pension claim. 


| The pay of the American soldier in the Philippines is $16, gold,a month. His 


} 





ration costs far more, when the enormous wastage and cost of transportation 
is calculated. It is no uncommon incident for entire cargoes of beef to be 
lost in transportation across the Pacific. I know of three such instances last 


| summer. And in calculating the cost of the American soldier, no mention 


has been made of the expenses of pemptials, with their medical staffs, nurses, 
orderlies, helpers, etc., all of which add enormously to the expenditure. 

The native Chinaman or Filipino can be enlisted in unlimited numbers for 
$10 a month and can be subsisted for $4 more. Additional expenditures for 
transportation, etc., might cost $2 more, making a total of $16 a month, or not 
more than $200, gold, a year, or about one-fifth of our present expenditure, 


| and with no danger from an everlasting pension claim in the future. 


In an interview with Li Hung Chang, at his palace in Pekin, some months 
prior to the outbreak of hostilities in China, he assured me that China would 
interpose no objection to the enlistment of her subjects in the American 
Army. Butif, in the present_crisis, such recruits are not considered desira- 
ble, there are many friendly Filipinos to be substituted. Great Britain re- 
cruits her ranks from various tribes or castes in India, and tribal hatreds are 
often utilized in the pacification of outbreaks among the natives. The same 


so nace et a A Dt nt 



































































sn nt ei Pa 





1472 








policy can be advantageously followed by us in the Philippines, where the 
fr y tribes of Llocanos and Macabebes are the implacable foes of the re- 
bellious Tagals. 





Englan 
ment and in colonial military affairs, in tbat there is not always a home 





has a great advantage over the United States in colonial govern- 


position, wanting to apply the constitution to the natives, telling 
the disconte ats that as soon as their party gets control all complaints and 
igs will be rectified. The home Government acts as a unit and with a 
iste that challenges the admiration of the world. 

It remains to be seen whether by the liberal utilization of native troops 
we shall save the flower of our army for service at home, and preserve it 
from degrading conditions that, alas, too often are brought to this country 
troops. And it also remains to be seen whether the country 


party in opp 
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tures caused by improvident military administration leading to enormous 
pension claims. The Spanish war has resulted in the filing of over 25,000 of 
these claims already. Who can say what the number will be when those re- 


sultiug from the Philippines campaign are recorded? 
’ ' ¥ * 





* * 


was written in China several months before the out- 
That unexpected event afforded a rare oppor- 


The for 
break of 
tunity f 
cated the claims I have advanced for the employment of native troops when 
officered by Englishmen or Americans. Let it not be forgotten that Liu 
Kung Tao, Lau Chau, and the old city of Wei Hai Wei, where the Chinese 
battalion was recruited, are located in the Shan Tung province, which was 
the very hotbed of the Boxer uprising. The following is an extract from 
my journal of a conversation with Colonel Bower in Tientsin on the 7th of 
March, 1901. Colonel Bower wasat that time the imperial commissioner rep- 
resenting Great Britain in the government in Tientgin. Replying to my 
ion regarding the battalion he said: 
No, there were practically no desertions from the battalion, although the 
inen were subjected to terrible temptations. You know in China, parental 
love, Fung Shui, and ancestral worship are held as sacred tenets. When the 
Boxer movement was in its incipiency the families. priests, and friends of 
my men resorted to every persuasion and threat to induce them to desert, 
but without success 
of my men in their front ranks, so that should the men shoot they would be- 
come parricides—guilty of the most heinous crime known in the Orient. 
But in the fight that followed, they cut their way through the 2,000 attack- 
ing Boxer rabble, killed many, and routed the remainder to the hills. En- 
couraged by this evidence of loyalty I took two of my three companies to 
Taku and joined General Seymour's column in its advance on Tientsin. In 
the fighting that followed from June 2 to July 14 the men did excellent 
work, losing in action 2% killed and 545 wounded. One officer was killed and 
2 severely wounded. Fearing trouble, I ordered roll call every hour after 
Two men were supposed to have deserted, but later in- 
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reaching Tientsin 
vestigations showed that 1 had been taken prisoner and the other was 
killed. The most remarkable thing that happened was with the company 
left at Wei Hai Wei. 

‘These men were so chagrined and disappointed at being left behind, and 
so determined to participate in the fighting, thatalmost the entire command 
deserted and fought their way through nearly 53) miles of hostile country to 
join their companions at Tientsin, where I kept them until active hostilities 
ceased. On returning to Wei Hai Wei, I shall renew recruiting and expect 
to largely increase the number of our Chinese force.” 

All the troops employed by Great Britain in the China relief expedition 
were Indian, most of them Gurkas, Sikhs, Beluchis, and Royal Bengal Lancers. 
Colonel Shone, who has long been an officer of the Royal Engineers in the 

mperial army of India, said to me: 

“It would be quite impossible to maintain order in India without the em- 
ployment of natives who can endure conditions in the Tropics which would 
s00n annihilate white troops. England has found it advisable to keep an 
army of 75.000 British troops with 150,000 natives for her protection there. 
Too many of one tribe should not be employed in one locality; at least one 
third should be white troops. Had this precaution been observed there 
never would have been a Sepoy rebellion or an Indian mutiny.” 

In the report of Adjutant-General Corbin, published to-day, it is asserted 
that if it is decided that General Chaffee’s forces shall not be reduced, 20,000 
new recruits will be necessary to replace those leaving the. Philippines 
through expiration of time of service between now and July, 1902. As re- 
enlstments in the American Army are now comparatively rare, owing to 
the abolition of the canteen and the hardships of tropical service, this force 
must practically be drawn from new blood, recruits, none of whom have 
been acclimated to tropical conditions. As the figures given in the Adjutant- 
General's report show that in the Philippines about five men-die from dis- 















ease for one who falls in and that the casualties there have already 
ounted to 3.498, to say nothing of the enormous number invalided home 
to swell the pension rolls. it remains to be seen how much longer the Ameri- 
can people will submit to tl r 
native force can be equally 
New York, ( ! 


Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Mr. Chairman, in the brief time 
allowed me I desire to call attention, in connection with this the 
fifty-eighth section of the bill, to the urgent necessity and advis- 
ability of the passage of some legislation that will give to the 
people of the Philippine Islands a stable and sound currency, and 
I will do so by reading a portion of a letter from a teacher in the 
Philippine Islands, which letter was recently forwarded to me by 
one of my constituents, and I have no doubt that it reflects the 
true condition of affairs there respecting this subject. He says, 
under date of April 23, 1902: 





Our checks are mad in Mexican currency. The Department fixes a 
ratio ery quarter f lowing three months—for instance, at $2.10. 
Du hat quarter th ratio goes to $2.30 or $2.40, as it is now, and we 
hi lose, you st nts on every 10) Mexican. Itisasteal. We 





‘ed at a fixed salar 





gold and are then paid in Mexican (meaning, 























Finaliy they organized an attack and placed the fathers | 
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the end of the quarter. I hope my April check will be at a different ratio. 
Indeed, I have just learned that the ratio for April, May, and June will ba 


| $2.27 Mexican for $1 gold. That's it, draw our salary at the bank at $2.27 


sared the depletion of its Treasury through extravagant expendi- | 


| days of wild-cat money in this country. 


and stand right in our tracks and pay it back at ratio of $2.40 to get gold. 
losing 13 cents on each $2.27 Mexican; and yet we were hired by the Govern: 
ment for a fixed salary gold. 

What's the matter with Congress? Are they all asleep in America? It is 
hard enough to come over here and help make this country without having 
the Government take from us what justly belongs to us after we get here. 
God knows we don’t get any too much salary when we get what was prom- 
ised us; it takes it all to live here, and we don’t have the kind of living you 
get in America, either. 


How much this reminds us of the stories told us by our fathers, 
and doubtless well known by some members of the House, of the 
I see no reason why we 


| should not give to the people of the Philippine Islands a sound 


for attesting the allegiance of the Chinese battalion and fully vindi- | 





currency, such a currency as we have, the best in all the world, 


| or one equally as good. 


I also avail myself of the opportunity to insert in the Recorp 
at this time a letter from James A. Le Roy, private secretary to 
Commissioner Dean C. Worcester, who has been in the islands 
for two years or more and is perfectly competent and qualified to 
speak. Mr. Le Roy has already contributed to various magazines, 
some of which may be found in the Independent. July 4, 1901, en- 
titled ‘‘ Civil government in the Philippines;’’ July 11, 1901, 
**The real Aguinaldo;’*’ August 22, 1901, ‘‘ Home rule in the Phil- 
ippines;’’ October 10, 1901, ** Higher administration in the Philip- 
pines;’’ November 14, 1901, ‘‘The Manila bishops’ pastoral; ”’ 
November 28, 1901, ‘‘The greatest of Filipinos;”’ also in The 
Islander for April, 1902, ‘* The Chinese in the Philippines.”’ 

It may serve to correct some misstatements of Sixto Lopez 
which recently appeared in a distinguished Senator’s speech. 

PontTIAC, MICH., June 1, 1902. 


Hon. SAMUEL W. SMITH, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sir: On pages 6643-6647 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for this ses- 
sion there was published a series of answers made by Sefior Sixto Lopez to ques- 
tions stated to have been propounded by Senator CARMACK. These answers, 
though made in a somewhat more careful manner than various other -om- 
munications bearing Sefior Lopez's signature (hence supposedly prepared by 
him), are nevertheless glaringly incorrect in many respects. ; 

These inaccuracies usually consist of glittering general statements, with 
no attempt to bolster up the statements by concrete facts or examples. A]] 


| such must stand, then, as merely the opinion of Sefior Lopez; and it should 


be noted that he has not beenin the Philippine Islands for at least sever 
years. He was certainly not there during the revolt against Spain; nor has 
he been there since American occupation began. By some Filipinos I havi 
been told that he has been absent for ten years. Again, Sefior Regidor, the 
Filipino in London whom Sefior Lopez sometimes quotes, has not been in the 
Philippine Islands for thirty years. Seftor Lopez himself went to Hongkong 
last fall, and through third parties tried to get assurances that he would be 
welcome in Manila. He wasassured that he was free to enter if he would, 
on entering, take an oath not to incite to rebellion against the constituted 
government there, and he chose to stay out 

With this qualification, Sefior Lopez's opinions about the state of affairs 
in his own country may be taken for what they are worth. Those exce] 
tional cases where he assumes to state facts, or give concrete examples t 
support his opinions, may well be called to notice. : 

First, Sefior Lopez says: “I have been working for twelve years in order 
to secure the independence of the Philippines.’ It would be interesting to 
have him quote to us, from any publication of Manila, Madrid,or elsewhere, 





| between the years 1800 and 1897, any argument, declaration, or what not of 


f ul in Mexican money 
This month Iam paid $174.30 Mexican, at the io of $2.10, but the legal 
rat he bank is $2.40, at which rate I should get $199.20 Mexican hich 
equals $83.38 gold), thereby le $24.00 Mexican, which equals $10.30 gold 
Phat 1 I salary from $83.33 to $73 for this month. Is that justice’ 
The Depa 1e1 s that the ratiomay change and run back and then we 
should gain, but » did we would have to keep our money until that time, 
and what would or what would we sen yme? 
I lary the 1 ‘ Mexican to $1 gold), and we were paid at 
g nothing. I y the ratio was $2.17. causing us to lose 7 
$2.10 Me un, equal to £5.12 on our month’ssalary. By the time 
March check (also at ratio of the legal ratio had gone to 
ga loss, as I said, of $24.99 an, or $10.8) gold. But thicis * 





his, over his own name, in which he advocated such independence. 

Sefior Lopez has, I understand, claimed some of the glory justly accorded 
to José Rizal, a martyr in very truth, anda genius justly admired by | 
people; at least, Sefior Lopez has, at various times, declared that he was 
coworker with Rizal, and has intimated that he as good as inherited the mat 
tle of Rizal. Is he not aware that Rizal never advocated the independet 
of his people from Spain; that his great novels were written primarily to 
point out to his own people their defects and to teach them the salutary and 
necessary lesson that in order to obtain the full measure of modern political, 
, and economic freedom they must first earn and deserve that freedom’ 
Scathing as were Rizal's exposures of the defects of Spain’s civilian and 
iar-ridden institutions, the larger lesson to his people stands out clearly 
oks. He did not believe his people yet ready to stand alone, and wha 
he preached to them was the need for an educational and moral awakening 
To his dying hour he protested, and truthfully, that he had never been con 
nected with the propaganda of revolution against Spain. Six months before 
he was executed he was accorded permission, at his own request, to go to 
Cuba and act as volunteer surgeon in the Spanish army then operating ( 1506 
against the insurgents in that island. He did this to prove his loyalty to 
Spanish sovereignty, and in sending him on to Spain from Manila Governor- 
General Ramon Blanco wrote a letter commending him to the Spanish mi 
ister of foreign affairs, Marcelo de Azc&rraga, in which he said (Manila, Au- 
gust 30, 1896): 

“His conduct during the four years that he has lived in deportation 
Dapitan (Mindanao) has been exemplary; and he is, in my judgment, s°0 
much the more worthy of pardon and benevolence that he is shown to be in 
no way complicated in the plotting we are these days lamenting her 
Neither is he in any conspiracy or any of the secret societies they have bee” 
getting up.” 

Writing to his German friend, Dr. Blumentritt, while on his way to Spain, 
and thence to Cuba, September, 1896, Rizal speaks of having, during his wail 
at Manila for a steamer to Spain, remained on board a Spanish cruiser 
Manila Bay, at his own request, that he might not be charged with a sha! 
in the uprising then being planned. He aii 

‘During this period of time there happened the serious disturbance: 
Manila—disturbances which IT lament {not his italics}, but which serve to 
show that Iam not the one responsible for upsetting things.” ck 

And again, writing to Dr. Blumentritt, on December 26, 1896, the nigh 
before he was shot, Rizalsays: * To-morrow at 7 I shall be shot, but I am 1- 
nocent of the crime of rebellion.” : 

It would seem, therefore, that Sefior Lopez had already in 189, accora: 
to his statement of to-day, gone far beyond the position of Rizal. 

Sefior Lopez furnishes us with a list of 65 Filipinos, classified as 
men,” “soldiers,” “merehants,” and “professional men,” who, be s‘y% 
should be summoned to testify as to the desires of his people. 
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The list is such as perhaps might have been expected from one out of 
e touch with affairs at home for more or less thana decade. It con 
1 number of obscure men, several who are absent from the islands 
i not at Guam, either), with a fair number of representative men, while 
some of the most intelligent and representative Filipinos now in the 
ds. Sefior Lopez says all those whom he names are “opposed to the 
nt policy,” but I personally know that at least 26 of the 65 are not so in 
opposition. He enrolls among our  appenens 2 or instance, Chief Justice 
Cayetano S. Arellafio, who hs _ actively cooperated with the American au 
+horities since early in 1899, who has mat ie speeches in favor of our govern 
al programme all over the archipelago, and who, for one thing, induced 
tinaldo to take the oath of ail ance. 
sehor Lopez’s ethnological figures are open to serious questioning. Of an 
med Philippine population of 10,000,000, he thinks 9,000,000 to 9,500,000 are 
nogeneous,” i. e., supposedly, are Christianized and live in the settled 
towns of the civilized province These people are usually called the * Fili- 
pinos proper.” The usual estimate of their number is 6,000,000 to 7,000,000, 
\t anv rate, Sefior Lopez is very far wrong in saying thata total of halfa 
' ion or less would include all the Moros, Igorrotes, Negritos, and wild peo- 
: erally of the Philippine Islands. The re may be 500,000 Moros in the 
Lake Lanao region of Mindanao, and there are in all from 750,000 to 
(0 Moros in the southern part of the are mee lago. 
there are fr m 290,000 to 500,000 non-Moro wild people in Mind: 
rib Indonesians, so called. It is by no means cafe to a sig uresof 
a n bh alf a million for the Igorrotes and kindred tribes in northern Lu 
ee the various wild peoples in Mindoro, Palawan, Samar, and other 


Where did Sefior Lopez get his authority for saying ‘ 
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I d their willingness to join with the Filipinos in forming a government?” 
In the Moro country the dato is supreme ruler, for life or death, of those 
d his followers; and a compact with Moros is therefore of necessity, a 
ct with dates? 

at dato or datos ever expressed a ‘* willingness to join’ with the Fili- 
| revolutionawy government? And if one, two, or three ever should, as 
’ ht be possible. (if promises of ‘*‘something in it’? were held out to 
the , that would imply nothing beyond the acquiescence of their few hun- 
or few thousands | apiece of followers. Thereis almost nothing in com- 
between Moros and Filipinos—not language, nor customs, nor religion, 
vs, nor ways of life—and only toa degree have both a common racial 

as anyone knows who knows anything about the matter. 
ority shall be given for the statement: ‘Even the Moros of Minda- 
i the Igorrotes, who had never been subdued by Spain, acclaimed 
ldo and were prepared to recognize his government.”’ At Cottabatto, 

», the Moros slaughtered the men who claimed to represent Agui 

i the formation of a branch of the insurgent government. At Davao, 
{ inao, there had been considerable trouble betw« Moros and Filipinos, 





afety of the town was threatened by the Moros when our troops ar- 
und restored order. At Zamboanga, the other point in Mindanao 
foros and representatives of the Malolos government came into con- 
after the withdrawal of Spanish troops, Dato Mafidi repeatedly tried, 
» the arrival of American soldiers, to get the authority of the American 
cer in the harbor to sack the town in our behalf and take the heads 
( Filipino leaders. 
much for Moro “cooperation” in Mindanao. As to the Igorrotes, the 
ly mountaineers of north central Luzon, Spain — not done much for 
it is true, but she had sent Ilocano officeholders from the lowlands 
g them, and they, cowed by show of firearms, we re wont to yield trib- 
ced labor, with no pay, when called on, except in the remoter moun- 
fastnesses, where Spaniards never penetrated and where head hunting 
rule between tribes Some sbody at Malolos conceived the idea of 
x Jlocano emissaries among the Igorrotes of Bontoc and Lepanto and 
r them down to Aguinaldo’s headquarters, where it was represented 
ors would be paid them and they could take all the cowardly Ameri- 
eads they wi hed with their spears and head axes. 
y came, willy nilly, at the bid ing of their Nocano domine erers 
he hills and forests, a little band of a few score nearly naked sa‘ 
ving _ ard of the Americans, only knowing that they were w}) 
ke the hated Spaniards. fai rder that the news might go out to the 
hat poor, li berty loving people had fought us with spears and shields, 
ere placed in the van of Filipino defense when the Ameri 
irched north from Manila. In the same way, when the insurgents 
to surprise the American garrison in Iba, Zambales Province, one night 
), with their rifies they drove in ahead of them a wretched band of the 
dwarfs, the Negritos, punily brandishing their rows and 
t l by the American bullets. 
not meant to insinuate that there were not men of capability and sense 
ted with the Malolos undertaking, but these instances reveal the pres- 
re of some harebrains, who thought thus to secure sympathy and 
m the outside world, while at the same time other Filipinos of the 
mp were assuring their people at home that a half dozen European 
re or less, were about to intervene for Philippine independencs 
r Lopez's fort Agoncillo, was trying to make it appear 1 
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1er chief, A 
ne was worth his cost by writing from Germany that he had 





1 ter of foreign affairs in Berlin and was soon to be accorded an 
W th the German Emperor. 
a ul of undeceived Igorrotes had speedily discovered that there 


American camp, and men who knew how to use them, and, 


mitted, they made for their mountain homes as fast as their legs 
ry them. To-day they know the Americans, and are good friends 
and a year and a half ago one of their leaders (who will sometimes 
with hanging head, that he went down to Aguinaldo’s camp) came 

» Manila to ask for an Americ flag and an American school in his 

mmunity. His people now have both. 

» was somewhat similar ‘‘cooperation’’ on the part of the peaceful 
| Igorrotes of Benguet Province. It had been hoped to make the 
’ Mountains another Biacna Bato when our troops should drive the 

north, and a gun foundry was to be located halfway up the diffi- 

ding into Benguet. a Sablan, Benguet, one may see to- 

a doze yn big church bells, taken from the towns on the coast, a 

i part ofan oldlathe. The coe +t Igorrotes were forced to drag 

heavy things 10 miles up this trail, which tires the unencumbered 

‘with horse. 

r labor was forced and without pay, for they were under the thumb 

‘ilocano taskmasters. There was no talk about ‘consent of the gov- 

r these peaceful Igorrotes. Their towns were all given a paper 

tion under the Malolos government, and the offices were held by 

To-day the Igorrote settlements of Benguet are under American 

iment, officered entirely by Igorrotes, except for the town secreta- 

vho are Tlocanos, as no Igorrotes can readand write. We have Ameri- 

hers at work with youngsters, and I saw one school of —_ breech- 

misavages where, in two weeks’ time, several of the brightest 

sters had learned to read words, and even single sente = ss out of a 
primer. So much for the difference between 1898 and 1901. 

In his efforts to sustain his assertion that the Christianized population, | 
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the Filipines proper, th logs, V 
Cagayanes Pangasinan u re 1 
than the people of the various 4 es of our cot 
been led into strange stater » 

First, he remar a that there was not, under Spa 





4 r that is 

Spain had made good her authority in but the 1 

ons, and the friars had converted all these low] 

r to this time the people were, almost everyw! 

tered bands, under petty chiefs, varying in impor 
lam not one of those who carelessly 

when the Span i 2 me, for what | 














does not bear out this vi but i y the 
most all its pee: | is an outgrowth of condit pa 
pation. Prior to the time when the n force of military authorit 


the missionaries was felt there was intertribal and intercommu 
fare in plenty, so far as the lence goes to sh W anyt hing an to tl 
historical times in the Philippines. And th anish rulers did not 
have trouble in enlisting Fili ipino sof one dialect or tribe to fight thos 
otk or keep order among t n 

sehor Lopez is horrifi 
listed as scouts Macabebes 
are Tagalogs, there 
rouble whatever in gettiz 
re for independen 
their people as Benedic 
lieve. My observation has b 
fellows among the young m 
almost have their pick among the girls 
o from what one who reasons about them from a d 
ometimes thinks they should go! i 
pinos yet under compulsion as pri 
tion of peace, have grown in Sefior 
thousands 

To make a case for homogeneity § 
in the languages of the Filipinos 
ilized peoples treating the Vi 
cally from the Tagalog. Of cov 
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others are variations from a « 

scrit and Arabic, perhaps also othe 
cidedly similar, of course, and yet 
knows no Spanish can not hold co 


Pampangan, the Pangasinan the Ilocano 


It should be borne in mind that the average Filipi: vocabulary 
ing now the educated cla who speak Spanish t ch other) « 
ly from 200 to 600 words Being born, living. and dying right wh 
fathers did, as in the past they almost always did, with very litt r 


about, these masses hav« 
log, when too far rem« 
able to understand all an 
tremetcase, but I hi 
Sefior Lopez 
Tagalog and Vi 
the 400 or so wo 
masses in the Ta ~ p 
provi nee of lloilo, and it 
would be from understanding 
wants . life. And Sefor L 
common! spoken in ] ng 

















and again from that spoken Leyte 

Perhaps I am overbold in thus stating facts, for S« pez ha 
lei wed dis proof” of h < alculated to ests ain } 
for all the Filipinos. T tate here are, however, of the 
sary to the most fund wwledge of tl Malay dialects. 
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very readily 
Sefior Lo 
in the colleges of Manila 
the students, the rivalry is: 
he is out of touch with the 
five years ago—I have it on tl 
Arellano himself—Tagalog 
in fights in the halls of th 
It is very true thatthe 
portance. In physical ap} 
toms of life, Tagalogs, \ 
greatest charge, perhaps, to | rought against t : mn 
ures of the Spanish Government, side by side with tl 
the friars, was that tl le syst erated to } m t | 
being an 
and the 
















been swept away by 
of intercourse. That 
common language—the 
Spanish and America 
unity to grow, with 
Spain wanted to, and did, squelch ah 
nationality. 
nor Lopez is, at least, not entirely ingenuous in dealing wi 
as to the state of education of his people. He once gave 
people statistics to prove that the people of Batangas prov 
erate than those of Massachusetts; he has not yet giv us the aut 
the figures which seem« dt ») prove bis cast Now | LyS W per 
Filipin os spet 1k Spanish; alm st all of them speak a few Spanish w: 
and more than 30 pe r cent could understand the simple comman 
servants in Spanish—but not 10 per cent of Filipinos a icated i 
so as to speak and read it fluently, this accordi { 
by competent authorities 
But, says Sefior Lopez, 75 p 
own dialect. True; but of what avail i 
ing which he can read, and of what use to bea 
has a chance to communicate? This respect for the 
however, and the craving for something to read 
the most encouraging signs for t pino 1 
Tagalog, for instance, now satisfy this cravin 
Search Manila over, and you will find printed in 
chism, a few church books entitled “ Models of ¢ 
and mar and then “Cinderella” and other fairy 
| lect years ago; no histories available, no Bible, no st 
| no liter ature at all, in fact, according to our way of 
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There is a little Tagalog daily newspaper in Manila, but out in the prov- | could not have been otherwise than anxious to meet Aguinaldo in a concilia 
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inces the great mass of the people have access to nothing of that sort. Sup- | 


pose 
of the 


t d outside hisown town. Mere ability to read and write does not 
»education. Sefior Lopez tells of the Filipinos being able to read 


in their modified Arabic script before the Spaniards came. True, 
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but they had no literature, end to-day we can not go back of the Spanish 
conqt except by traditions and a few curious old documents 
He says, * The Filipinos have opened elementary schools in every village. 
; } 





They have also founded high schools and university colleges throughout the 
archipelago, and a university, two large normals for male and female teach- 
ers, and five large schools for women in Manila.”’ Surely Sefior Lopez does 











the average man does read, then, except by hearsay, he knows nothing | 








tory spirit and to patch up some terms under which, for the time at leas; 
hostilities would be averted. , 

In what temper did Aguinaldo meet these advances—or, rather, Aguina}. 
do's coterie of advisers? For Aguinaldo himself was never trusted to hand}q 


| such a situation single handed; his name might be signed to papers and x, 
| gotiations, but that wasall he ever did in connection with them. 


In this case it was ‘Chief Adviser’ Mabini who handled the matter. The 


invitation was to send commissioners to treat with an equal number of repre 


not mean to state the Filipinos individually or by cooperation, and not the | 
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Spanish authorities, founded these institutions, while the grievance of the 
Filipinos, as they came to see their own needs, lay in the facts that these 
institutions were very far from sufficient for their needs and that they were 
deficient and monastic in methods. 

He knows, of course, that the Dominican friar who was at the head of the 
so-called “university” in Manila was, ex officio, a sort of superintendent of 
public instruction for the archipelago, and _ that the Spanish decree of 1872 
secularizing public instruction in the islands was never really carried into 
effect. One of the avowed grievances of the Filipinos was the absolute friar 
control of their means of education; hence it seems somewhat disingenuous 
for Sefior Lopez to give us the inference that the Filipinos of themselves 
created, maintained, and managed their schools and colleges. 

He speaks of ‘“‘an educational institution (purely Filipino) granting schol- 
arships which enabled the winners to study in Europe.” He should also, in 
fairness, have told us how many Filipinos have ever had the benefit of this 
commendable undertaking. now being laudably carried on by the Interna- 
tional Club of Manila (mostly Filipinos), which sends one or two young men 
every year to be educated in the United States. 

Sefior Lopez can also find little good in the sending of 1,000 American 
teachers to the Philippines, for he says: “There are thousands of capable 
teachers in the islands. We have had for the last thirty or forty years two 
large normal schools in Manila, and we are capable of conducting our own 
educational affairs.” In this respect he differs from the majority of these 
same teachers, who realize their incompetence and crowd eagerly into the 
American normal courses during the vacation and take advantage of the co- 
operation and instruction of the American teachers day by day during the 
school year. Sefior Lopez ought to give us the curriculum of these normal 
schools of which he talks grandiloquently 

The education of the teachers who graduated from them was, in most re- 
spects, not equal to that of an American youth who quits at the fifth or sixth 
grade. The text-book they employed in teaching the young Filipinos, in the 
latest form before American occupation, contained religion and morals, 
grammar, arithmetic, six pages of geometry, geography, history, deport- 
ment, one page each of bot: i " or- 
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, chemistry, and zoology; agriculture anc 
thography—all in 240 badly-printed lémo. pages. Much of this, truly a 
“compendium of knowledge,’ was never touched upon, through the lack of 
familiarity with it on the part of the teacher or because the friar, who was 
school overseer in each parish, forbade it. This prohibition lay particularly 
against that part of the text-book which conveyed, and poorly enough, too, a 
little instruction in the grammar of the Spanish language. 

Sefior Lopez complains of the present government of the Philippines 
being a costly one; that the Schurman Commission's promise of lower taxes 
has not been carried out, and that the land tax is calculated to be oppressive 
and to force Filipinos to sell their land to foreigners. 

Under the Spanish fiscal system the chief burdens in supporting govern- 
ment fell upon the poor man, through the cedula tax, which was applied 
directly, and the various forms of industrial or internal-revenue taxation, 
which bore principally on the great commodities of the people and not on 
luxuries. The wealthy landowner had nospecial contribution to make as such. 

Under American government American principles of taxation have been 
introduced. With a full year’s notice given, the direct tax on land is this 
year to be applied, the proceeds to go—the seven-eighths part—to the munici- 
pal and provincial governments themselves, and one-fourth of them to go 
to the municipal schools. The ordinary workingman is paying a cedula tax 
of $1 Mexican, as compared with $2.50 Mexican formerly. The more oppress- 
ive forins of industrial taxation have been done away with. The customs 
taritf provides a uniform levy of 15 per cent, for purposes of revenue, on the 
ordinary commodities that must be camertell Articles like diamonds, 
which formerly were assessed lightly, must now pay 25 per cent, and thence 
upward 
here is, of course, grumbling against the land tax on the part of some 
lthy owners of estates who have in the past escaped their fair share of 
taxation. The Lopez f 7, including Sefior Sixto Lopez and his brothers, 
are, if not the family owning the largest estates in Batangas, at least among 


the very largest landowners of that province. 
Very respectfully JAMES A. LE ROY. 

I will also submit a further statement from Mr. Le Roy, which 
includes some instructions that have never before been pub- 
lished, and I desire to call especial attention to the first paragraph 
of ** antecedent data:”’ 
tarly in January, 1899, when the situation was becoming critical in Manila, 
‘al Otis, in pursuance of his instructions to take every means for the 
ince of armed conflict with the Filipinos, under the nominal leadership 
uinaldo, indicated to the latter tt rh a third party the desirability 
lishing a modus vivendi for their troops. President McKinley was 
then about to name a commission of civilians to proceed to the islands and 
associate themselves with Admiral Dewey and General Otis in ascertaining 
conditions, making recommendations as to the course to be pursued when the 
treaty of Paris should be ratified, and, by conference with representative 
Filipiz all classes and factions, making a start toward permanent good 
relations with the natives of the islands 

The treaty not having been ratified, American authority extended only to 
Manila Bay and the city and its immediate environs. The actual conditions 






















































sentatives of General Otis ina purely informal way and make some purely 
temporary terms, to be backed by the authority simply of the two genera] 
as commanders of their forces. Mabini at once twists this informa] iny ita: 
tion, sent through a civilian of Manila, into a chance for the exercise of sy} 
tility rather than frankness. He sends down to Manila Sefiors Florentino 


| Torres and Manuel Arguelles, loaded with carefully prepared formal instri; 


tions and commissioned as representatives of the “revolutionary govern 
ment of the islands,” to treat with the “‘American government of occupa 
tion,” signing their credentials himself as ** President of the council.” Their 
instructions, which will be given in full later on, and which are of importance 
for another reason, hint at the provisional recognition of Filipino independ 
ence (which he had privately made for them a sine qua non) and require the 
securing from General Otis of a promise fora final “treaty” between thy 
“two governments.” 

This was the disingenuous way in which Mabini met this invitation to q 
conference to temporarily avert bloodshed. Knowing full well that ¢) 
American general had nosuch authority, and that the American Government 
was not in position to make such terms if it wished until the treaty of Paris 
had been ratified, he only wished to trap General Otis into seeming to recog 
nize representatives of Aguinaldo as official commissioners of the “ reyoly 





tionary government,” in order afterwards tosay: ‘‘ Here was another promise 


were: Our soldiers penned up in the city. responsible to foreign nations, to | 


the citizens, natives and otherwise, and to our own honor for public order; 
outside there surrounded them a cordon of Filipino ockilery, whose 
le attitude was daily becoming more evident, who were threatening and 
lanning uprisings and burnings in the city itself, and who, by long and un- 
nterrupted boasting, had come to believe that the American Army would 
easy for them to annihilate. Regardless of all past relationships, of theo- 
etical questions as to the rights or wrongs of the case—laying these consid- 
‘rations aside for the moment—these were the actual facts of the situation 
1 January, 1899. 
rally, the American commander, receiving almost daily cautions 
against provoking—nay, if possible, permitting at all—an outbreak and an 
appeal to arms, was desirous of arriving at some sort of modus vivendi 
which would permit the treaty to be acted on at Washington, the Commis- 
sioners of the President to arrive with their instructions, and something ap- 
proaching a definite policy te be arrived at. Under the circumstances, he 
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of our independence.” 

That this view of the case does no injustice to the shrewd Mabini is shown 
by the subsequent private correspondence between the president of counci] 
and the Filipino commissioners at Washington. To resume briefly: 

These first instructions were given to them, and they were dispatched to 
Manila from Malolos on January 5, 1899. The next day they informed Ma 
bini that they could not treatas ‘“‘commissioners of the revolutionary gov. 
ernment,”’ and inclosed a note, furnished through the third party, signed hy 
General Otis, saying that, “‘as general in command of the Army of the 
United States in the Philippines, he would nominate representatives to con 
fer with an equal number named by General Aguinaldo, and also that he 
would be pleased to receive, at any time, representative Filipinos of charac- 
ter and influence.’ This was plainly all that General Otis had authority 
to do 

Mabini demurs at first, in his reply of January 7, that “if Aguinaldo 
sends representatives asa simple general he does not represent the people 
Ageinelil can only solve questions of present moment as chief of the goy- 
ernment, not as chief of the army ”’—whatever he may have meant by this 

Aguinaldo’'s representatives repeat the refusal of General Otis to recognize 
the “revolutionary government,” and add their own arguments as to why 
he could not go beyond this, urging that Mabini yield, in their telegraphic 
reply of January7. Whereupon Mabini yielded, as he had expected all along 
to do, and on January 9 signed authority for three representatives of Agui 
naldo as general—Senors Florentino Torres, Ambrosio Flores, and Manu:! 
Arguelles—to meet three representatives of General Otis.” As he put it in 
his handwriting, though signed this time by Aguinaldo, they were appointed 
‘in order that, in accordance with the instructions already given them, thcy 
should negotiate with the commissioners named by Maj. Gen. E. S. Otis, 
commander in chief of the American forces, the bases of a provisional agre: 
ment to assure peace and amity between the said forces and the Filipino 
people until the establishment of a final agreement between the governments 
of both nations.” 

The American officers who represented General Otis in the conferences 
that ensued were Brig. Gen. R. P. Hughes, Brig. Gen. James F. Smith, and 
Col. E. H. Crowder. Only in part have the details of their conferences 
lasting up to January 31, 1899, been made public, and it is not to the purpose 
toenter into them at this point. Suffice it to say that, at every turn, : 
matter how evident was the desire of the three Filipino commissioners to 
meet the American propositions fairly and to answer the questions which 
the latter propounded to them as to how they could possibly maintain a \ 
independent national existence, they were handicapped in their efforts at 
frankness by the hidebound instructions of Mabini that they must worm 
from these Americans some sort of recognition, if only halfway, of the 
revolutionary government. 

When their meetings were for the second time on the point of break 
up, because the American commissioners had to state frankly that this m 
ot permanent status was not one on which they had any power whatever wo 
treat—a fact expressly understood in the beginning—then Mabini, to whom 
the three Filipinos had, in despair, resorted for further instructions, while | 
still iterates and reiterates that they must stipulate for an agreement with 
the “revolutionary government,” nevertheless adds a note (January |), 
1899) to his roundabout phrases, saying: “I expect that you gentlem« 
be successful in this difficult undertaking, understanding well that ( 
no further session is announced we should be much prejudiced by tha 
fact.” In other words, ‘It is not yet time to break squarely with them. We 
must strengthen our public case, and can not afford toseem to have rejected 
a fair chance at negotiation and peaceful settlement.” 

Interesting sidelights on the twistings and turnings of the subtile Mabin 
may be obtained from the perplexing and shifting instructions he sent dow! 
to the Filipino commissioners at Manila during the latter part of Janua 
1899. The above statements only contain the gist of the matter, obtall 
from private documents still, for the most part, in the hands of privat 
zens of the Philippines. It is, however, well worth while to present 1! 
the first set of instructions, those made out by Mabini at Malolos on J 
uary 5, 1899. The translation here presented is obtained from p! 
sources, but a copy in Spanish of the original document, which is in Mabi 
handwriting, is, Fhetiove, on file in the War Department. The transiation 
reads as follows: 

[Presidency of the revolutionary government of the Philippines. Instruc- 
tions to be observed by the commissioners, Seiiors Florentino Torres ane 
Manuel Arguelles, under which they are to treat, in the name of the re" 
lutionary government of the islands, with the American Governn ¢ 
occupation in Manila as to the bases for arriving at a provisional treaty ' 
maintain the good relations which ought to exist between the two gover: 
ments until the definite treaty be formulated and approved. ] 

ANTECEDENT DATA. : 

First. The chief of the Philippine people has not madeany agreement wit! 
the Government of the United States, but, inspired by the same ideal of de- 
stroying the sovereignty of Spain in these islands, they have mutually & 
sisted each other. 

Second. In spite of the sacrifices made by the revolutionary army. 
American general committed, when takin anila, the injustice of not ®” 
lowing a share in the triumph to those who were, though only “de facto. 
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his allies, while it is public and notorious that the prompt surrender of the | 
city was particularly due to the valor, bravery, and constancy of the be- | 
leaguering revolutionary army. That, after this, conflicts occurred be- 
tween the allied forces, which, though settled in a friendly manner, gave rise 
to the subsequent manifestations of distrust. 

Third. The cities of Iloilo and Cebu having been surrendered by the Span- 
ish generals to the revolutionary chiefs, and, while the greatest order reigns 
in them, the Americans desire to occupy them in a friendly manner, if possi- 
ble; and if not, by main force, as is set forth in an official telegram published 
in one of the newspapers of Manila, going to the extreme of intimating to 
the revolutionary chiefs by means of an ultimatum the surrender of the 
cities, especially that of Iloilo, for as regards that of Cebu there is so far no 
trustworthy news. This the revolutionary chiefs refused. I 

In consequence of this and in view of the mobilization of American Sroops 
to reenforce the independent brigade destined to occupy the Visayan Islands, | 
the President, in accord with the council of secretaries, has considered it 
convenient to appoint a commission composed of said Sefiors Torres and 
Arguelles, with such confidential interpreters as they may select for the ob- 
‘ect above indicated, subjecting themselves, for that end, to the following 
instructions: z . 

First. That they manifest to the government of occupation that the Phil- 
ippine people desire to live in complete peace and harmony with the reat 
American people, as they understand the necessity of its protection and will 
never forget that it was the first champion of the peoples oppressed by the 
bad Spanish Government, to which end the revolutionary government will 
take the necessary steps. 7 

Second. In its consequence, that they will supplicate from said govern- 
ment of occupation the maintenance of the ‘‘statu quo’ until the conclusion 
of a formal agreement between both Governments, as the Filipinos of the 
island of Luzon could not look with indifference upon the dismemberment 
of their territory in the Visayan Islands, and, wounded in their patriotism, 
will perhaps not be able to suffer the foreign invasion of their territory. 
So much more so as the invaders of to-day have been the allies of late, who, 
by manifestoes and proclamations, have assured the people that they had 
not come to make war against the Filipinos but to liberate them from the | 
Spanish dominion. - ae E , we 

Third. That with a view to the indicated aim of maintaining the “statu 
quo” as regards the armed action of the government of occupation, as well 
as in order to initiate the provisional treaty that is toimprove the relations of 
both Governments, the tasis be agreed upon, founded on the strictest jus- 
tice, equity, and reciprocity, which basis, once ratified by both parties, will 
be developed by means of commissioners within a short term. 

Malolos, January 4, 1899. 

The president of the council. 





MABINI. 
The first clause of the above is of course the particularly pertinent one, 
containing thus a categorical denial, on the part of Mabini for Aguinaldo as 
late as January, 1899, of there ever having been any alliance of forma! agree- 
ment with the American authorities. This becomes more important when 
the private, purely private, character of these instructions isconsidered. In 
the second paragraph, as if to emphasize it, he speaks of the Americans as 
allies, but only “de facto” allies. This at once shows that Aguinaldo, Ma- 
bini, et al. were not in the least deceived by a belief that an American consul 
at Singapore or at Hongkong, or even an American admiral, could bind the 
people of the United States and their Government to any course by their 
own action alone. 
If the translation be called into question, here is the Spanish of this para- 
graph relative to ‘The chief of the Philippine people,” etc.: 
** ANTECEDENTES. 


“El Jefe del pueblo Filipino no tiene celebrado contrato alguno con el 
Gobierno de los Estados Unidos; sino que movidos por un mismo ideal de 
abatir la Soberania de Espaiia en estas Islas, se ayudaron mituamente.”’} 

As to the three commissioners who came in for Aguinaldo. Sefior Torres 
severed his connection with the Malolos government and came into Manila 
when they declared for war onus. He was attorney-general after the reor- 
ganization of the courts under the American military government, and is 

wa judge of the Philippine supreme court under the American civil gov- 
ernment. Seiior Ambrosio Flores retained his commission as general in the 
insurgent army and fought fairly and well until the war had degenerated | 
into mere guerrillaism and assassination. when he gave it up, afterwards 
taking the oath of allegiance to the United States. Unlike some other such 
leaders who had the great chances to prey on his people which his command 
gave him, he did not emerge from the war a rich man, but was, in Manila in 
1%), quite dependent upon the mercy of his friends. He was active in the | 
organization of the Federal party; was appointed governor of Rizal Province, | 
which adjoins the city of Manila, by the Commission, and in February last 
was reelected to that office. 

Sehor Manuel Arguelles, who was converted to the American side by the 
arguments which he heard at Manila on this occasion, was foolish enough to 
frankly state his views as to the interests of the Filipinos lying in the line of 
cooperation with the Americans after he got back to the insurgent head- 
quarters. For this General Luna promptly clapped him into jail, where he 
was kept, without charge or trial, for some months, being furnished with a 
revolver at one time and cautioned that he would best commit suicide. He 
did not; was finally released at the approach of the Americans, and has 
since been an active ““Americanista” in Manila. He was prominent in the 
formation of the Federal party. 

When Isabelo de los Reyes, the same half-caste who has returned to Ma- 
nila, taken the oath not to incite to rebellion against present government, 
and is at the present time engaged in promoting strikes of all the laborers 
in Manila for the purpose of embarrassing the government and sowing dis- 
content—when this Ilocano half-caste, de be Reyes, was in Madrid, running a 
junta paper, called Philippines Before Europe, with revolutionary funds, he 
was loud in his denunciation of everything done by the Americans in Manila 
and the islands. There was one notable exception, however. In 10 the de- 
cision of a Filipino judge in the Tondo district of Manila deprived him of 
: é right of aiapoenl of a house which he claimed as his property in that 
district 

Touched in his pocket, de los Reyes promptly discovered that the ppent 
need of the Philippines was for American judges and a reform of the old laws | 
and old system of procedure. He gave upa large part of the issue of his revo- | 
lutionary paper of September 25, 1900, to an “‘exposé”’ of this abuse commit- | 
ted against his pocketbook and proceeded to lecture the American authori- 
ties as to their duties in the matter of reforming the judiciary, sending 
marked copies to each member of the Taft Commission. e remarked, quite 
truthfally, “The Yankees are responsible for the acts of the judges put in 
otice by them,.”” And this man, who had been preaching in Europe the pre- 
paredness of the Filipinos for full self-government, had this to say also: ‘We 
should not find any objection to accepting the Americans’ legal and educa- 
tonal systems, if they consider them indispensable for our moral uplifting.” 

Much has been said as to the adoption by the Filipinos at Malolos of a con- 
Stitution, based in great part on ours; and as to their proposing to follow our 
ex# uples and our principles of government, “Why,” say some orators, 
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“among their first provisions was one for freedom of conscience and freedom 
of religion.”” Farfromit. The matter of separation of church and state 
was a much debated one in the congress of Malolos and with the leading 
Filipinos of the time. There was finally a committee report to the congress 





} on the matter thus referred, and that committee report declared for the 


proclamation of a state church in the Philippines—that church to be, of 
course, the Roman Catholic. There was at that time an excommunicated 
native priest in Aguinaldo’s headquarters, calling himself ‘* War Bishop,” 
and giving out orders to native priests all over the island, in the name of 
Aguinaldo, while Filipino representatives had been commissioned to secure 
if possible a recognition from the Papacy of this new government and the 
power for it to make appointments to curacies in the Philippines. 

There was an element at Malolos opposed to this programme and desirous 
of a declaration for separation of church and state. They made opposition 
to the above committee report and a debate of several days cnaunl, in the 
course of which much feeling was aroused. It finally came to a vote in the 
session at Malolos November 29, 1894, and the result was at first a tie—25 to 
2. The president refused to resolve the tie. fearing to arouse the factional 
feeling of the losing side and eventually be ousted from his post. One man 
who had abstained from voting finally cast his vote for separation of church 
and state. The American principle of freedom of worship and no support of 
church by state therefore prevailed at Malolos by one vote. 


In the closing hours of Congress Admiral Dewey has been 
valled to testify before the Senate Committee on the Philippines, 
and his testimony is of so much importance that it is to be re- 
gretted that it can not be procured and printed in full in the 
REcoRD. One can, however, get a fairly good idea of the same by 
the extracts which follow. 

(The Evening Star, June 26, 1902.] 
Admiral Dewey made a statement before the Senate Committee on the 


Philippines to-day concerning the early operations at Manila, when he was 
in command of the American naval forces in Philippine waters. The Ad- 


| miral’s statement contributed an important addition to the history of the 


surrender of the city of Manila. This consisted of a positive statement by 
the Admiral to the effect that the city had been surrendered to him at the 
time that the Spanish fleet was sunk, and that when the city did surrender 
it was in pursuance of a definite understanding between himself and the 
Spanish governor-general. 

The Admiral was questioned by Senator LopGr. Hesaidhe had first heard 
from Aguinaldo and his friends about April 1, 1898, a month before the battle 
in Manila Bay, when it became certain that there was to be war. “I then 
heard that there were a number of Filipinos who desired to accompany the 
fleet to Manila,” he continued. “All of them were young and earnest. I did 
not attach much importance to them or to what they said. The day before 
we left Hongkong I received a telegram from Consul-General Pratt, located 
at Singapore, saying that Aguinaldo was at Singapore and would join me at 
Hongkong. I replied, ‘All right; tell him to come aboard,’ but I attached so 
little importance to the message that I sailed without Aguinaldo and before 
he arrived. There were then many promises as to what the Filipinos would 


| do, but I did not depend upon them. Consul Williams assured me that upon 


our arrival and the firing of the first gun 30,000 Filipinos would rise. 
did arise, and I frequently joked him on this point.” 


MANILA REALLY SURRENDERED. 


It was at this point that the Admiral stated that the city of Manila had 
surrendered on the day of the destruction of the Spanish fleet. 

He said that during the naval engagement several guns had been fired at 
him from the shore batteries and that as soon as the Spanish squadron was 
destroyed he steamed toward the city, sending word to the governor that if 
another shot was fired from the shore he would fire upon the city. ‘The 
governor replied,” the Admiral went on, “ that if I did not fire upon the city 
the shore batteries would remain silent. The Spanish flag was not taken 
down, but white flags were raised. It was a surrender, and if I had had 
with me 5,000 troops with which to occupy the city I could have taken it and 
held it. I anchored my ships under his guns 2,000 yards, and lay there 
twenty-four hours. During that time the governor-general sent word to 
me several times that he wanted to surrender to me—to the Navy. I could 
not entertain his proposition of a formal surrender because of the lack of 
troops to take possession of the city.” 

APPEARANCE OF AGUINALDO. 


Admiral Dewey then told of the arrival at Manila of Aguinaldo, saying he 
had come from Hongkong on the revenue cutter McCulloch, and that upon 


None 


| his reporting to him on his flagship he had told him to go ashore and organ- 


ize hisarmy. Accordingly Aguinaldo had landed, but he came back a few 
hours afterward, apparently discouraged, and asked leave of absence in order 
to go to Japan. The Admiral! said that he dissuaded him from pursuing this 
course and urged him not to give up. He advised him further to continue 
his efforts outside the American lines and gave him 75 Mauser rifles and 
some ammunition. “We hada common enemy,” said the Admiral, ‘and I 
wanted his help.” 

Continuing, the Admiral said that after Aguinaldo got his forces organized 
he occupied Cavite, but when he (Dewey) learned that American troops 
were expected to arrive soon he asked the Filipinos to retire. They at first 


| demurred, but ultimately consented. 


It was after this time, on July 15, that Aguinaldosent to him from Baccoor 

his first proclamation of the independence of the Philippines 
AGUINALDO'S PROCLAMATION. 

“That proclamation,” said the Admiral, “ was the first intimation I had 
ever received of the aspiration of the Philippine people foran independent 
government. Aguinaldo had never told me that the independence of his 
people was hisaim. But when the proclamation came I thought nothing of 
it. Indeed, I attached so little importance to it that I did not cable it to 
Washington, but left its transmittal to the mails.” 

He then told of Aguinaldo’s military operations toward Manila, saying 
that he did wonderfully, whipping the Spanish many times. Aguinaldo had 
wanted to attack the city itself, but he (Dewey) had advised against this 
course. The Admiral said that at that time his intercourse with the Fili- 
pino chieftain was most friendly , 

‘** Indeed,” he said, “ Aguinaldo and I were always on the most friendly 
terms. He considered me, I think, the liberator of himself and his people. 
I really think he entertained the highest admiration for us because we had 
whipped the Spaniards, who had so completely dominated the Filipinos for 
three hundred years.” 

DID NOT RECOGNIZE FILIPINOS. 

‘*Did you ever recognize his government?” Senator LODGE asked. 

‘*Never. Nor did I ever salute his flag,as was reported. He hoisted a flag 
on a small vessel that he had come into possession of. The admiral of the 
German fleet notified me of this fact and asked meif I meant to recognize 
the flag. I replied in the negative, adding that the flag was only a little piece 
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t t ar ld run up a piece of bunting on a private Mr. PATTERSON then read Mr, Wildman’s letter of July 18, 1898, saying 
‘ N I ney saluted ti 1, and, indeed, I did not attach any offi- | that Aguinaldo had conducted himself in a dignified manner, etc., and the 
t : Aguinaldo. I never called him General, but ad- | Admiralas ted to the truth of this statement. 
‘ } LS 1 Ex Spe A guinaldo’s loyalty, the witness said that he had become sy 
Did vw ‘ Z vi eader before the receipt of his proclamation of July 15. Hy 
i not ver g I had no authority | sai ‘I began to suspect that he was not loyal to us when he demurred to 
I les d vernment. There 1g out of Cavite when our troops arrived.” 
it terro! I “oughshod over ‘**You mean that they were thinking more of their own independence in 
, t rT 
4 his 
‘ would } MONEY PAID BY SPAIN. 
when our t ‘ also testified ncerning the arms sent to Manila 
t Senator DIETRICH asked the Admiral if “ he did not b 
i ne er purchased with viously paid by Spain tosecm 
f ie - it was his intentior money to foment anothe, 
, 4 7 - , 
x and 1 . + o 1 4: 
’ ral v N »a numoper « pr ClamMma I 
} 6 +) T] + t Admiral Dewey said he ! 
} - es Ll. ition of his failurein this 1 
- | oe } Ld ; ity 13. ) tr i lay h for me to get thre 
| y added that was pleased to supply the committee with | with! wo! att : nsider thi prociamat 3 
vd, he never | n printed, and he had been reserving | ® f importan if >IT made no comment on them 
? writing the eto sel T ading a lowed by a number of questi 
renly ~ . he did not} eve the Filipinos —— _ mind’ serena 
pl i ns, t it VIEW OF AGUINALDO’S PURPOSE 
1 4 i, but he admitted that the Spanish for o 
: ee ' ’ ether . “KK wing of Aguinaldo’s expectatioi ‘pose > ind 
1 Da, el said Mr. PA’ RSON, in beginning ¢ mn, | he ] 
n ted by Senators PATTERSON and CAR- RCo, | . » ASSEN, 2 DOES > ; 
mr = , ane p ue he was interrupted by the witn id 1 not } 
= 2 \ elieved su yose?”? 
. 
Lr ' ked my opinion I 1 say t I 
tine re yr mone ind I further belie, ‘ 
rl He v Til ng anot question by Senator PATTERSON, the Admir 
A t SO re ed t \ ld located at Cavite and was under his obser 
have i u Naas humane, but that he did not see him much after the A 
‘ ; ; ning ov CAI 
S i ? r the mma +} 
y eT 
+ me tie se#®med y) 
‘ th +} 7 
‘ IDERED FI 
YY 4 J ‘ 
5 ithe Senator had not quoted him accurately, but h 
: eat fh Te ne L 1A ad gone to Manila for pillage and plur 
: You tying that ‘All is fair in w: 
na ammu . we : von < ae i? ar ¢ assist a known pilund« > and » 
i eould s« it thev we i them verv I you In war a ist a known plunderer : 
! t turning agai the [ aid he and =e , y 4 WHBOUS TOSS nt 
} nos i « ed Su ssession b mm anit +) rom aanin itl robber and plund si 
G nD var was pr at ’ 
” — ™ {ll him a robber and plunderer; I called him tl 
rent y ¢ re that } the for , wt I . 
ine Lyening the and I think that is y t he 1 tt Do y 
) 5 I ied 1 1 he s tur nt utor himse] hir he was th r 
a i r else 
I e: "tf ! \ I « i f to exD } I 
( zh the I ? ,”’ and added, “I sy rid 
had vel ] V v titer th me Otis 
ne no kk eing written } - k dmiral 1. “I think 
1 General Merritt of the proffer of General Jaudenes, but | 1 b { er I don’t bel 
be ve that Merritt had taken ‘much stock” in it. saw Aguin j Moreo. I know his 1 
i } n Gene l Bell 
! rr Nt ED TO B . . ee 7 a. na 
— at a? ’ } - ill 
A wi ‘ Did A »t here for m ‘ 1 loot 
{ i I sa 1 e hs ‘t] 1 there f 
, : +he , i! all , y v n 
. r ? be) t 4 4 ; i= Mi 
y ‘ WW “h the c 4 
t 1 may say t y body 
i 1a Ss Tie ’ j if 
: f ‘ i t ] ee 
rf Mi sayl t ] ) 1 Ger il B ll ld t} y 1 r das 
tT t tt ar . ‘ y matt v } I t + 
xce] é I ; : hiy 
i } » ‘ nm } t . + + + , ’ 
” : _ S ‘ Alt SL GCE 
, ‘ the St 
’ ; nie I DECLINED TO ANSWER. 
é t t t nish authorities ill he did t “You don’t know ofa single dishonest : on the part of the ma { 
at I have since learn¢ tsome of | you regard} 2 tl 
’ thes t do s Just } question was asked § : 
pt ry er as t of fa € ynnou that 1 lo 
! I I ur t i rit I ed I \i ai too antage of 
fi } was plain! oving ‘ 
‘ . rrend 1d beer tins ’ led, and whe 5 
a I in al De al I ‘ 
He tl and left the n with a lite w 1 « 
; ‘ ‘ with vy dismissed 
; J tl Admiral will be continued to-morrov 
A NALDOS ATTITUDE GAVE AGUINALDO THE SLIP. 
: re ir : wey a! mission that In tl] u of his te nr sterday Admiral Dewey said, r . 
iy ' his d I rom Hong n ‘e the battle of Manila Bay, t! I 
s or a | left for M as ¢ v largely because he inted te 
iS} oe i Agi tldo ¢ il the other “little brown” men, many of whom 
on e ape lGeneral Pratt stant] coming al i Geant “T was very busy.” he said, 
, rillipimo 1ea © ha Pp is for t and ( ter me constantly, taking n 
‘ Mili ‘ ru? 4 > 
: te \m tim None them wen h me to Mirz Bay, for various reas 
; " - ber tO | them failed to do so because he didn’t have his toothbrush with hi 
J i © Se ng press, and The Hor I l i not, he added, told him of any it 
: : ng in the Phil } said i consented to see them on t 
‘ ra prim nle that « Loney to a man often to get rid of him. |! 
+ ‘ ay 3 f : } hea ’ 1 
: . —_ ad hims¢ aldo the first information the latter had A 
mi . that the Filiy sembling near Manila. 
of the represent FILIPINOS AND CUBANS. 
W t a Mr. PATTERSON Asked if he had written to the Navy Department saying that the F 
t ! I il apparently hesitated | were more capable of independent government than the Cubans, A ul 
to re Lid I lend—I had r: tsay. He wasthe United | Dewey replied in the affirmative. ; 
States consul-gener: H ided that he would prefer not to reply to fur- ‘I sent that communication,” he said, “because I saw that Con : 
ther questions, but \ Mr. Pata ON persisted, he added: **He was a | templat giving independence to Cuba, and because I knew th« a 
very al nan—an able consul ' people knew very little about the Filipinos, 
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no workmen. They were docile, amiable, and kindly disposed toward us. 
j therefore wrote the statement that the Filipinos were better capable of 
governing themselves than the Spaniards were.” 
“You repeated the same statement later, did you not?” 
[ did. And I still think so.” 
Senator CARMACK called Admiral Dewey's attention to the fact that he 
iad given arms to Aguinaldo, notwithstanding the governor-general had 
d him he would surrender the city at any time, and asked why he had 
done so in the face of that understanding. 
The reply was to the effect that he considered it a proper military act 
The Filipinos were our friends,” he said, “‘and they were doing our 
work. I believed that they were so delighted to get rid of the Spaniards 
that they would acce pt us with open arms.” 
‘Even, he added, ** when Aguinaldo was at the height of his power at 
falolos Admiral Seymour, of the British nav y: had told Aguinaldo that he 
uld tie to the Americans, as they were their best friends. The Filipinos | 
then were our friends and were he {png us. We had no troops to land, and 
I knew that the more closely the city was invested the easier it would be to | 
it when our own troops should arrive. Still, I think we could have got- | 
mas well without them. It wastheirown idea. We all know that hind 
is better than foresight. Looking back, I wouldn't have had the Fili 








I s join me. 
REGARDS FILIPINOS AS UNGRATEFUL. 
But I thought they would be friendly, and I think it very ungrateful in 
them to have turned against us. When I permitted Aguinaldo to go ashore, 
| did not know that any United States troops would be sent to the Philip- 





I was a long way from 1¢; there were no cables, and I was 
emergencies as they arose. Whatever I did 1did according tomy best judg 
ntat thetime. Later I said to Aguinaldo, ‘There is theenemy; you pur 
your course and we will pursue ours.’ 
hat is the wisest thing I ever said 
‘fighting their own battle. Ihadin mind in dealing with the 
{ :nce that the negroes had given the Federal forces during 
vil war. We availed ourselves of that assistance and I thought we 
1 aces pt the aid of the Filipinos in the same way. Their one idea was to 
ti the Sr awe, and I believe that if on May 1, before the insurrec 
‘ : zed, we had had there a few American troops the Filipinos 
a epted us and that they would have remained loy: 1. 
! ply ' too the r questions Admiral Dewey said that he and not the Fili 
had ured Subig Bay, and he said he had done so because a German 
3 preventing Aguinaldo from passing. He had turned the 
-s taken over to Aguinaldo. 
d why he had taken possession on Aguinaldo’s complaint Admi1 
said: “I did not want any other power to interfere 
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They were assisting us and at 

















[The Evening Times, June 27, 1902 
ral Dewey, before the Senate Committee on the Philippines, this 
gave it as his opinion that Aguinaldo went to Manila “for the 
rain—for loot and money.” 


ired later that wit! forty-eight hours after his arrival 
\ ldo began robbing r 











rht and left, taking rice, stores, and prov 
y that had them, the Americans included 

tatements stirred Up th Democrats considerably, and led t 
between the Admiral and Senator CARMACK, 


isions 





oalively 
TERMS OF SURRENDER. 


In resuming his testimony Admiral Dewey, in response to questions by 


Ser r PATTERSON, gave further details regarding the arrangement he had 
with the governor-general of Manila to surrender the city just as soon as 
American troops arrived to take possession. 





Che agreement was that I was to fire upon one of the outlying forts, that 

! I was to engage this f< te and fire for awhile, when I was to cease 
l by the international cx tae you surrender?’ 

On the receipt of this message “the Spaniards were to hoist a white flag on 

bastion. Everything went according to programme. And I may 

[ was the one that discovered the white flag, although I had 50 men 

kout for it.” 

dmiral said tl 


iat he had read General MacArthur's testimony before 
mittee in whi 


ch he had said that he knew nothing about any arrange 
ment for the surrender of the city. 
It was not my business to communicate it to any but the commanding 
” niral Dewey remarked. “I had communicated it to General 
The arrangement was simply for the purpose of taking the city 
t needless loss of life. General Jaudenes was the intermediary be- 
nus and the Spanish governor-general. It wasfully understood among 
adron that there was to be no resistance by the city, and I supposed 
iter that it was known in the army. 
DID NOT TRUST SPANIARDS. 
ntinued all my preparations for battle, however, up to the last mo- 
ment, for we did not altogether trust the Spaniards. General Merritt did 
not trust the arrangement, and my flag lieutenant, Brumby, had the same 
i ‘T learned afterwards that th *y came very near firing upon my ships 
city. One ‘Spanish officer in charge of one of the 10-inch guns 
fire. They had some conversation about it. One of the Spaniards 
‘y won't dare to bombard this city w ith so small a fleet.’ But one 
*s—t fonterey—was lying with her guns trained on the city 
f eup and said: ‘Anwon e who is such a fool as 
e ocean in a thing like that would do anything.’ So I think it is 
I he presence of the Monterey saved us from the necessity of 
. t ’ 





















KNEW OF NO PROCLAMATION, 


-ATTERSON attempted to secure an admission from Admiral Dewey 

inaldo had issued a proclamation declaring for independence before 

erican fleet left Hongkong and that he had been aiming for inde- 

m the first. The Admiral said he knew of no such proclama- 

[t would have been impossible for him to have circulated it in the 
nti] after the destruction of the Spanish fleet. 

ptured a hand printing press at Cavite, anc : Pot mg it to Aguinaldo 











He may have us vo press for the printing of circ s, but the only pri 
which I have any knowledge was that ' of July 15, of which he 
iv. 


-ATTE ae sON read from certain communications from United States 
LW ldman at Hongkong, which purported ~y give Aguinaldo’s plans 
i ieclared that the Filipinos were fighting for independence 


PARRIES WITH PATTERSON. 
What kind of a man is Wildman!” asked Mr. PATTERSON. 
He is dead,” replied the Admiral. 
oa ll, we are not prohibited from saying good of the dead,” suggested 
AT’ TERSON, and pressed for a reply. The Admiral said he did not want 
wer, and asked what bearing the question had on the case. He finally 


Mr. ] 

ao y 
‘ a 
SA) “He was a very able man, and a good consul.” 


(407 





‘“We then had employed at the navy-yard at Cavite several hundred Fili- Admiral Dewey said that he began to suspect that Aguinaldo was not loyal 


to the Americans when our troops began to arrive,and he demurred against 
moving from Cavite. He was then, he believed, thinking more of indepen- 
dence than of aiding the Americans. 


SHIPMENT OF ARMS. 

Mr. PATTERSON referred to the shipment of arms to the eoaenes from 
Hongkong, arguing that the purchase of these guns must have been made 
before the departure of Aguinaldo for Manila, and that this was evidence of 
his intention to fight for independence. ; 

The Admiral declined to express an opinion. 

[The Evening Times, June 28, 1902. ] 

Admiral Dewey, in vemos his testimony this morning befor 
ate Committee on the I 
governor-general of M 
the Belgian consul, we 
after the destruction of 


» the Sen- 

lippines, explained that the repeated offers of the 

‘ila te surre eee the city, which came t . im through 

» made in July and not within twenty-four hours 

he Spanish fleet, as he had been reported as sayin 
CARMACK CROSS-QUESTIONS. 

Mr. CARMACK began the cross-examination by saying that as he under. 
stood the Admiral’s testimony yesterday the trouble in the Philippines was 
the result of Aguinaldo’s evil influence 

‘I will not say that. I do not think I have said that,” 














replied the Admiral, 
but I will repeat what I did say, that if we had had 5,000 troopsat t 


+ 











he time 
of the de truction of the Spanish fleet to take possession of the city, I do not 
believe we would have had any trouble, because the Filipinos were then 
friendly to us.” 
AGUINALDO A FIGUREHEAD 
‘You said yesterday that Aguinaldo s purp ose in : : M is 
for gain for lootand money. Do you be lieve that he fomented the tr 
we have had?” 
4 thin are making too much of Aguinaldo,” replied the Admiral. 





‘He was a small part in this affair,in my opinion. He was a figur: 

head. He ha right men : d him. He killed one of the best of his 
men, Luna, or at least it was generally understood that he had him assas 
sinated.” 








BETRAYED HIS PEOPL 
le heretofore to the acceptance of money from 


‘Reference has 














the Spaniards by ec ( r rev mm. Doyou 
mean to indorse ) ation that » I yed his people for 
money?” asked Mr. CARMACK 

‘That was the ‘ral report out there,’ was the reply 

‘You said yesterday that Aguinaldo began | i and robbing w 





forty-eight hours after his arrival, and that he took the lion’sshare. I w 
like to know why you say that?” 





‘S SHARE. 



































‘He came there without ) er ras 1 g at 
Malolos like a prince, lik« ily e from 
his taki the lion’s sh und | ul- 
most immediately after | arrival, withi ight hours. lam speaking 
of things of which I have absolute k ledge. Ik that he secured money 
which was taken at the threat of death. I may m a little ungrat t 
I am testifying on honor, and I think since you hav sked m f 
that I should tell you aboutthem. H nt m d of cattle for 1 ps 
which he had obtained from his own people shortly after his ar ul. He 
had just | simply ta them. We it way. I took coal 
and thing bel nging to EF sh an 1 ft wr every th 

Mr. CARMACK read s ents m Greene, an sell, 
Consul Wildman, ant of s the was he est, and he 
f ithe Admiral whether he had better oppor dgin ig him than 

hese officers 
[ believe I had,” rep!) 


ed the Admiral. “I don't think Otis ever saw 
», while I had fr | 





Aguinaldc uent close intercourse Vv h hese officers 
are entitled to their opinions, but their ‘ ) ne. Tam 
t ifying as to my own opinion, | 
CARMACK INTERRUPTS 

‘Is ita fact that the man you took to the Philippines as the leader in an 
insurgent movement was a man who had betrayed his people?” 

‘It was a reign of terror in his time,” the Admiral started to reply 

; Wel ll, you wanted a man to raise the Filipin yainst the Spaniards and 
to assist you?” interrupted Mr. CARMACK 

Chairman BEVERIDGE suggested that that was Mr. CARMACK’S own state 


ment and not the Admiral’s. 
‘I did not want Aguinaldo at all, “said J 
people were forced on me My | Consuls Prs att 
“Could they bring force to bear on you 
YIELDED TO PRESSURE 
‘I yielded, as a man will, to 
I gid not want Aguinaldo or his people, 
thing of them. I was led to believe that 39,000 Filipir 
first gun, as Consul Wildman put it, and I thought th: 
at Hongkong would play a very small part. We wouk 
without them, as it has since turned out.” 
DID NOT KNOW AGUINALDO. 
“Well, you have admitted that you encour: 


| Dewey. “He and his 





“Yes,”’ was the reply; 
solicitation. 














t I in 
army. By so doing you placed the whole cot cy ofa | 
had no higher object than to plunder the peoy I b 
ter of the man,” said Mr. CARMACK. 

‘No; I did not know his character at that imps. I knew practic noth- 
ing about him then. The talk about Ag uins » in the East did not ~ 
until after he had become prominent,”’ was th ra ’ 

Ww hen did you first find out that his « i gto M 
loo 

«Well, g { 
bia ond tbe r : 

, P TrERSON, lid Ag ever 
taik with you about mone} 

‘Well, he came to me M an d for gold, 
Iwas pr etsy sare te ma y L h d noth- 
ins ew hen hecame the Ls g te 3 
pecially as he could 1 roops. It w va 
aaemicion, but this was on »1 hat he w th 


ering his own nest.’ 
HAD NO TREASURY. 
“Did he ever ask any compensation for raising troo] sand besi« 
Spaniards?’ 

‘Not to my knowledge.” 
As his men came in it was n 
‘Yes. 

“He had no treasury back of him?” 

‘*Not when he arrived,” 


‘ving the 


ssary for him to get commissary stores.” 
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“Where were his headquarters?” 

“First at Cavite and then at Malolos.” 

“It was at the latter place,” interjected Mr. BEVERIDGE, ‘that the A d- 
miral says Aguinaldo was living in a state of magnificence.” 

‘“*Yes,”’ said the Admiral, laughing; “he had a chariot and four, a band of 
100 pieces, and put on great style.” 

‘Was not that well calculated,” resumed Mr. PATTERSON, ‘to inspire the 
Filipinos with a belief in the stability of government?” 

“It also doubtless inspired those from whom he had taken the money,” 
retorted the Admiral. 

TILT BETWEEN SENATORS. 

Mr. PATTERSON asked whether the Admiral thought “such innuendoes’ 
were proper, and there was a wordy quarrel between Acting Chairman 
BEVERIDGE and Mr. PATTERSON as to the latter's language. 

“Do you know that Aguinaldo has a dollar to-day?” resumed Mr. Pat- 
TERSON. 

‘No; how should I? I have been absent from there for three years.” 

‘Do you not know, from your experience, that there was never a day when 
Aguinaldo might not, from the Government of the United States, have 
made himself rich if he had chosen to stop fighting for the independence of 
his pec yple?” 


: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JUNE 26, 





BEVERIDGE DEFENDS DEWEY. 


“Do you_think that is proper testimony?” asked Mr. PATTERSON, and 
Chairman BEVERIDGE interfered with a strong protest against innuendves 
against Admiral Dewey. He considered the question as discourteous. 

Mr. PATTERSON, however, disclaimed any intention to be otherwise than 
respectful, and he continued his questions. 

‘**Do you know,” he asked, ** whether Aguinaldo has a dollar to-day?” 

“IT don't know,” was the reply. “I haven't been in the Philippines for 
three years. How should I know?” 

**Do you not know from your experience that there was never a day while 
he was in arms that he could not have made himself rich at the expense 0; 
the American Government if he had given up?” 


DEWEY AGAIN DECLINES ANSWERING. 


The witness hesitated and said he could not answer the question. He then 
was told by the chair that he need not do so. 
‘You do know,” Mr. PATTERSON went on, “‘that there were several with 


| him who got good fat offices?’ The reply was in the negative. The witness 


Before he could be stopped Admiral Dewey answered: “No; I have no | 


such knowledge.” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE then said that Mr. PATTERSON’s question having gone 
into the record, he could only express his objection. 

“Itis my opinion,” he said, * that the reflection contained in that question, 
that the Government of the United States would have at any time bribed 
Aguinaldo or purchased him, is not a proper one: to put before this com- 
mittee.” 

Turning to the Admiralagain Mr. PATTERSON said: ‘** Well, you know that 
Aguinaldo’s officers have been given good, fat offices?” 

“I do not know anything about it,” replied the Admiral. 


[The Washington Post, June 29, 1902.] 


Admiral Dewey yesterday concluded his testimony before the Senate Com 
mittee on the Philippines. He made many interesting statements. He in 
sisted, for instance, when asked some questions about Aguinaldo by Senator 
CARMACK, that entirely too much was made of Aguinaldo. **He was a mere 
figurehead.” said Admiral Dewey, *‘and was surrounded by stronger men 
than himself. Mabini was one of these, and General Luna, whom he had 
killed, was another.” 

Replying to another question, the Admiral said it was the general re- 
port throughout the East that in 1897 Aguinaldo had betrayed his people to 
the Spaniards for money. Nor did he remember that this report had been 
denied by American officers in the Philippines. Among other officers quoted 
in this connection was General Greene, and the Admiral called attention to 
the fact that General Greene had not given his authority. “If,* he said, 
“Agoncillo told him, I don’t think the authority was good.” 

AGUINALDO LIVED LIKE A PRINCE. 

“Why do you say that Aguinaldo took the lion’s share of the property 
gathered by the insurgents*” 

** Because he was living at Malolos like a prince. He had nothing when he 
landed at Manila, and he could have procured the means for this ostentation 
in no other way. He began immediately after arrival to take every dollar 
insight. It may be ungrateful in me to state the fact, but it is true, that he 
sent cattle to me—herds of them—for the ships. The stock was taken from 
the Philippine people.” 

‘Was any statement made of this circumstance at the time?” 

‘*No; that is war, as you know.” 

Continuing his reply to this question, the Admiral said the Philippine army 
was then only a mob and without organization and had to be fed and clothed. 
**He did as many others have done; he made the country support him.” 

*‘Do you regard that proceeding as pillage and loot?” 

“Well, we didn’t do that way. For instance, I took all the coal in sight, 
but I paid for it.” 

Senator PATTERSON. Do you refer to Aguinaldo taking property for the 
support of the army as loot and pillage? 

Admiral Dewey. That is one part of it. 

Senator CARMACK. You didn’t object at that time? 

Admiral DEwrEy. No; but he soon got beyond me. 

CARMACK’S CLOSE QUESTIONING. 

A number of questions were asked in regard to statements made by Gen- 
erals Greene. Bell, and others, but the witness asked to be excused from 
criticising officers of the Army, and the Chair (Senator BEVERIDGE) said 
that he was not required to answerany questions, the replies to which would 
involve such criticism. Thereupon the Admiral said he was “very glad,” 




















also said he knew nothing of the payment of money to the Cuban genera] 
Gomez, and he added the suggestion to Senator PATTERSON that he should 
not put such questions to him. 

Senator PATTERSON also asked a‘number of questions concerning Admira] 
Dewey's association with General Anderson after his arrival and his visit to 


| Aguinaldo in company with the general. He said he had suggested to Gen 


eral Anderson on the occasion of that visit that he need not wear his uniform 


| or put on his sword, but that his blouse would be sufficient, and that the sug 


gestion had been adopted. Referring toa report of that interview made }y 
General Anderson and _to copies of letters written by the general, in which 
Aguinaldo was assured of a desire for amicable relations, Admiral Dewey 
said that he did not remember that any such assurance had been given 
Speaking of General Anderson's letters to the Philippine chieftain, the wit 
ness said, ** When I heard that he was writing letters to Aguinaldo I advised 
him against doing so.” 
DID NOT LIKE THE QUESTIONS. 

When Senator PATTERSON pressed other questions calling for reference 
to statements made by Army officers and others, the Admiral declined to 
answer, saying: **I am here to testify to what I know, and I will give all the 
information I can in that way, but I am not responsible for what others have 
said. I donot like your questions, andI do not think I ought to be required to 
reply to them.” 

The Chair assured the witness that he need notanswer. The Admira] 
said, however, in reply to further pressing, that his views did not coincide 
with those expressed by General Anderson in a magazine article. “They do 
not coincide,” he said. ‘We differed very much from the beginning.” 


DUE TO “A HIGHER POWER.” 
Senators BEVERIDGE and DreTrRIcH then asked a few questions. The 


| former reminded the Admiral of a visit that he [Senator BEVERIDGE) had 


paid the Admiral on the flagship Olympia when she lay in the harbor at Ma 
nila, and asked him if he remembered a conversation that had occurred be 
tween them when, while they were looking out from the deck, the Admira] 
had said, referring to the success of the American arms, that “ he couldn't 
help thinking that it was all due to a higher power than ours.” 

“I do,” responded the Admiral. ‘‘I remember that I said that, and it is 
my opinion now.” 

Senator BEVERIDGE read extracts from the report of the first Philippine 
Commission, of which Admiral Dewey was a member, in which the stat 
ment was made that the Filipinos were incapable of standing alone, and 
that if the American support was withdrawn they would lapse intoanarchy, 
and asked himif that had been his opinion. He replied in the affirmative 
adding that he still entertained that view. 

“Senator CARMACK. Was that always your opinion? 

“Admiral Dewey. Yes. True, I made a comparison once with the Cubans, 
saying the Filipinos were more capable of self-government than the Cuba 
I think that neither the Filipinos nor the Cubans are capable of se! 
government.” 








ACCEPTS A BELATED SUGGESTION. 

Senator DIETRICH’s questions were intended to show the state of Admiral 
Dewey's mind concerning the Filipinos at the time of the engagement with 
the Spanish squadron. He asked the Admiral if it was not true that if h 
had recogniaed the Filipinos as allies, trusted them as such, and considered 
them capable of taking charge of Manila, he would have accepted the proffer 


| for the surrender of Manila before the arrival of the American troops 


and Senator CARMACK said he knew of no such rule, but he supposed he | 


would have tosubmit. The Admiral added that noopinions by others would 
1is own opinions of Aguinaldo. 

‘Then it isa fact,” remarked Senator CARMACK, “that®you took a man 
to Manila to be a leader of the native people who had but recently betrayed 
t ople for a bribe?” 

<s that would have made no difference,” was the Admiral’s reply. 
try was under a reign of terror.” 

you wanted a man who could organize the natives?” 

didn't want anyone. Aguinaldo and his people were forced upon 
onsul Pratt and others.” 

the consul and others have any power to force these p 








ple upon 


Yes: by constant pressure. I did not want the Filipino refugees, because 
I did not believe that a half dozen of them would do any good, in view of the 
report it thousands would rise up in insurrection upon our arrival at 
Manila. I thought they would play a very small part.”’ 
DEWEY DECLINED TO ANSWER. 

“Then you placed the country at the mercy of a man who would plunder 
and rob, notwithstanding you had no need of his services?” 

This stion the Admiral declined to answer, and Senator PATTERSON took 
the witness, asking if Aguinaldo had ever talked to him on the basis of sell- 
ng out to the American The Admiral replied in the negative, and Mr. 
PATTERSON then asked if the Philippine leader had ever asked him for 









money. The reply was that Aguinaldo had asked him to exchange gold for 
Mexican dollars 
{ wes pretty sure as to where he had gotten the dollars, as he had not 
bri ht them with him.” said the Admiral, ‘“‘and I thought that the fact 
that he wanted gold wasa pretty good indication that he was getting ready to 
leave. That was one thing which made me think that the man was feather- 
ing } wn nest, but it was only a suspicion.” 
Here the Admiral again referred to Aguinaldo'’s style at Malolos, and 


if that style had not served the purpose of in- 

s followers and holding theirallegiance. Tothis 

1at the style was “‘ probably more inspiring to 
{ been taken.” 


Senator PATTERSON as} 

spirin » admiration of } 
inquiry the witness replied 
them than to those from whom the property hat 





| his followers. 


“Yes,” replied the witness; “that is true and it isa good idea. I had not 
thought of it,and I am glad you suggested it. It makes my testimony 
stronger. It is true, and the fact that I did not accept the surrender and 
—_ them in charge shows that I did not trust them; it never entered my 
21ead to do that.”’ : 

Vith this Admiral Dewey was discharged as a witness, and he expressed 
himself as much gratified to secure his release. 


And as bearing upon the testimony of Admiral Dewey, I desire 
to add an editorial from the Inter-Ocean of June 28 and one from 
the Philadelphia Inquirer of same date. 

{The Inter-Ocean, June 28, 1902.] 
DEWEY’S ANSWER. 

Admiral Dewey was called before the Senate Committee on the Philip 
pines at the instigation of the Democrats. He was called to embarrass the 
Administration and to discredit Republican policies. He was called in the 
belief that he would bolster up the theory thatin May and June, 1898, the as 
pirations of Aguinaldo received encouragement from the United States Go\ 
ernment; that his pretensions had been recognized by Dewey, and that the 
Americans could not have captured Manila without the aid of Aguinaldo and 

There were three points on which the Democratic leaders have declared 
that Admiral Dewey could give damaging testimony if permitted to spe 
freely. In making up their case for the consideration of the Americai 





ple they have assumed that Aguinaldo was treacherously dealt wi 


| Americans, and that Dewey could a tale unfold that would show just what 


| sumption, but for three years the antiexpansionists have persisted in th: 


promises had been made to Aguinaldo, and afterwards broken and repud) 
ated, to the lasting shame of the United States. ; : 
Admiral Dewey has spoken several times in emphatic denial of 


this as 
rp 


10 





assertions that there was an understanding between Dewey and Ag 
and an agreement by which the nation’s honor was engaged, and that 
would be made plain when Dewey could speak free from the restraints 0} 
official etiquette. In fact, what Dewey might say has been given the char- 
acter of a mystery and has been used asa treasured party asset by the Demo 
cratic managers, : 

Called before the committee, Admiral Dewey spoke explicitly on every 
one of the points and demolished the Democratic case. Me declared that 
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Aguinaldo had never spoken to him of independence, and that he knew noth- 
ing of Aguinaldo’s aspirations in that direction until he read Aguinaldo’s 
proclamation to the Filipinos, and then did not regard the matter as of any im- 
portance. Admiral Dewey declared further that he never had saluted Agui- 
naldo’s flag nor recognized his so-called government, and that Manila really 
surrendered the day the [pan fleet was destroyed, or some weeks before 
Aguinaldo had organized the insurgents. 

This is conclusive on the points at issue. Admiral Dewey may have his 
own Views as to a Philippine policy, but he wascalled to testify as to facts in 
regard to which he only could speak with authority. He has spoken, and in 
adding much of interest to the story of the American occupation of the Philip- 

»ines has closed the case forever against Aguinaldo and his Democratic allies 


in this country. . ; 
[Philadelphia Inquirer, June 28, 1902]. 
DEWEY’S VIEWS ON MANILA. 


There have been pea rumors in the last few years that the surrender of 
Manila was a sort of military farce gotten up to save the honor of the Span- 
ish commander, but no one supposes that it was quite true in all its details 
as reported, And now comes Admiral Dewey, who tells the story with | 
more detail and gives it an official character. That the cause of the Spanish | 
in Manila was hopeless after the destruction of the fleet in Manila Bay was 
as well known on May 1, 1898, as it is now, but there never was quite sucha 
way of getting out of a bad situation since history has been faithfully re- 
coraea. 

Admiral money seems to think that he had a sort of copyright on the 
story, and wanted to write it independently, but as a witness he was obliged | 
to tell it. What shocks the American sense most is the fact that the Span- 
jard demanded that a few of his men be killed in order to “save his face,” as | 
they say in China. It seems that the Admiral could not refuse this blood- 
thirsty request, but he did provide that no Americans’ blood should be shed, | 
a stipulation which was almost if not quite carried out when the American 
troops rushed over the wall in August, after the protocol had been signed, | 
though not known in Manila. 

The interesting fact in connection with this story is that it disposes of the 
claim of Spain, urged with great earnestness at Paris, that Manila should be 
restored because of the protocol. If the Spanish envoys knew of the arrange- 
ment for the surrender, they must have felt that their labors were farcical; 
if they did not know it, their situation was the more pitiable, in that they 
fought for the Philippines on a technicality that seemed to be valid, though 
in the light of the truth it was more than absurd. 

It is interesting to note that Admiral Dewey made public the facts in this 
case on the very day the House passed the bill for the zovernment of the 
Philippines. Those islands are ours irrevocably. The Admiral leaves Agui- | 
naldo without a leg to stand on, while Spain is = in a most humiliating | 
position. Dewey could have taken the city any day for the asking; but evi- 
dently he feared the lawless Filipinos, and waited for troops, a position more 
than justified by the march of events. 

There is nothing left for recalcitrant American statesmen but to yell loudly 
for Filipino independence. If the Filipinos had been as earnest in behalf of 
real liberty as their unwise friends have been for impossibilities they might 
now be enjoying much better things than are compatible with existing con- 
ditions. The plain truth is that they must be governed fora while with a 
modicum of their own aid. Some day they will be fitted for better things 
and then a revolution could not drive them from the protection of this Gov- 
ernment. They will know and appreciate the blessings showered upon them 
at our expense and for their sole benefit. 

This debate in the House and Senate has now lasted for several 
weeks. It would seem as though every phase of it had been ably | 
and eloquently discussed. For one I have been greatly enter- 
tained by the speeches which have been delivered upon both sides 
of this Chamber. Time alone can tell with what wisdom we have 
each played our part in this new and great drama. 

In addition to all that has been so well said, I desire to com- 
mend to all the able article of Hon. William H. Taft, civil 
governor of the Philippines, found in the Outlook May 31, 1902. 
He spoke as one having authority, and knows whereof he 
speaks. Perhaps upon no question are the two great parties | 
more sharply divided than upon the question, Shall we promise 
independence to the Filipinos? Through the kindness and per- 
mission of the editors of the Outlook I am permitted to quote 
from this article. Governor Taft says: 

SHALL WE PROMISE INDEPENDENCE? 

The question is frequently asked why it would not be well to promise the 
Filipino people that when they are fitted for complete self-government they 
shall be granted independence. In the first place, the Federal party, which 
furnishes the only organized expression of public opinion in the islands, does 
not ask independence, but seeks, rather, annexation to the United States and 

rospective statehood. In the second place, there is not the slightest proba- 
bility that the Christian Filipinos will be ready for self-government in any 
period short of two generations. 

Not 10 per cent of the people speak Spanish, and the remaining 90 per cent 
or more are densely ignorant, superstitious, and subject to imposition of all 
sorts. It is absolutely necessary, in order that the people be taught seif- 
government, that a firm, stable government under American guidance and 
control, in which the Filipino people shall have a voices, should be estab- 
lished. Nothing but such a government can educate the people into a 
knowledge of what self-government is. Not only by precept but by prac- 

‘ must the self-restraints essential to self-government and the discretion | 
and public spirit of a free people be taught them. 

A promise to give the people independence when they are fitted for it 
would inevitably be accepted by the agitators and generally by the people 
asa promise to give them independence within the present generation, and 
would therefore be misleading, and the source of bitter criticism of the 
American Government within a few years after the promise was given and 
not performed as it was understood by the people. A promise of independ- 
enee thus interpreted would destroy the possibility of the formation of 
a stable government in which the people should be learning what self- | 
government is, because the conservative element, with the assumed early 
prospect of complete independence, would fear that when the islands were 
abandoned the violent agitators would come to the front, and those assisting 
the present government would be subjected to the hostility of the dema- | 
gogues on the ground of their previous American sympathies. | 
_ the only policy, it seems to me, which will insure the establishment of a | 
firm, stable government and the support of that government by the edu- 
cated, wealthy, and conservative Filipinos, is the declaration of a policy in 
fay r of the indefinite retention of the islands under a government in which | 
the share taken by the Filipino people shall be made gradually to increase | 
and the electorate of the Filipino people shall be gradually enlarged. After 
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this government shall be successfully established the question whether the 
islands shall be annexed or shall be granted independence or shall have such 
a relation to this country as Australia or Canada has to England may be 
very well postponed until the practical education of the people in self- 
government shall have been sufficient to justify the adoption of either of 
these three courses. 

The policy of establishing a firmand stable government in which the Fili- 
pino people shall take part will doubtless reveal much as to the wisdom of 
the one or the other of the courses suggested; but it seems to me to be very 
unwise to bind ourselves and the next generation by an authoritative dec- 
laration now as to what we shall do fifty or a hundred years hence. Wecan 
not now know what subsequent generations of our own people will then 
deem wise, or what succeeding generations of Filipinos, benefited by expe- 
rience in self-government and advised of the advantage of association with 
the United States, will desire. 


We are soon to have an election which will determine the 
political complexion of this House for the coming two years. It 
seems to me from every standpoint, looking to the best interests 
and prosperity of all our people, that the next House should be 
Republican, and as bearing upon this branch of the question 
Governor Taft has also spoken in no uncertain manner. 

THE POLITICAL ASPECT OF THE PHILIPPINE QUESTION. 

A difficulty which may possibly-confront the Philippine government is the 
success of the Democratic party in the next Congressional elections. This 
will be taken in the Philippines as an indication that at the end of the pres- 


| ent Administration the policy of the United States will be changed and the 


islands will be abandoned by the United States and turned over to a govern- 
ment to be established by the people of the islands through the calling of a 


| constitutional convention. 


The prospect of such a change will havea tendency to paralyze the energy 
of the conservative element of the Filipino people who are now assisting us 
in the maintenance of a civil government in the islands, and all will be sus- 
penseand agitation. This difficulty, however, is inherent in the government 
of dependent possessions by a Republic like our own whenever the chief politi- 


| calissue between the parties is the policy to be pursued with respect to such 
| dependencies. I venture tothink, however, that should the Republican party 


be successful in the Congressional elections next following and in the next 
national election, sufficient progress will be made in the solution of the prob- 
lem of the Philippine government to insure the removal of the main issue 
from practical politics thereafter. 

I can not conclude without calling attention to the tribute paid 
to Governor Taft by President Roosevelt at the commencement 
It is given to but few 
men to make such sacrifices as Governor Taft has made for the 
cause of human right and for the betterment and higher civiliza- 
tion of millions of people who have been downtrodden and op- 
pressed for three hundred years. 

[The Evening Star, June 26, 1902.] 
TRIBUTE TO JUDGE TAFT. 

And Taft—Judge Taft, Governor Taft—who has been the head of the Phil- 
ippine Commission, and who has gone back there—Taft, the most brilliant 
graduate of his year at Yale, the youngest Yale man upon whom that insti- 
tution ever conferred a degree of LL. D.; a man who, having won high posi- 
tions at the bar and then served as Solicitor-General, with all his tastes im- 
pelling him to a judicial career, and was appointed to the United States 

yench, was asked to give up the position in order to go to the other side of 
the world to take up an infinitely difficult and infinitely dangerous problem 
and to do his best to solve it. 

He has done his best. He came back here the other day. The man has 
always had the honorable ambition to get upon the Supreme Court, and he 
knew that I had always hoped he would be put upon the Supreme Court, 
and when there was a question of a vacancy arising I said to him: ‘“ Gov- 
ernor, I think I ought to tell you that if a vacancy comes in the Supreme 


| Court, while it would give you an opportunity to be put in the position you 
} I ) I ] 


would like to have, I think I ought to tell you that if such a vacancy should 


| occur I do not see how I could possibly give it to you, for I need you where 


you are.”’ 
, He said to me: ‘‘ Mr. President, it has always been my dream to be in the 
Supreme Court, but if you should offer me a judgeship now, and at the same 
time Congress should take entirely off my salary as governor, I should go 
straight back to the Philippines, nevertheless, for those people need me and 
expect me back, and I won't desert them.” [Applause. | 

Fie has gone back, gone asa strong friend among weaker friends, to help 
them upward along the stony and difficult path of self-government [ap- 


plause], to do his part, and a great part, in making the American name a 
symbol of honor and of good faith in the Philippine Islands; to govern with 
justice and with that firmness, that absence of weakness which is only an- 
other side of justice. [Applause.] He has gone back to doallof that because 
it is his duty as he seesit. Weare to be congratulated, we Americans, that 
we have a fellow-American like Taft. [Applause.] 


{[Mr. FOWLER addressed the committee. 

{Mr. LESSLER addressed the committee. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I move that all 
debate upon the section and pending amendment be now closed. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I hope the gentleman will not make 
that motion as to the section. I have another amendment which 
I want to offer to the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not cut off amendments. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I would like to have two minutes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This motion of the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin does not preclude amendments. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. It says the section and pending 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin moves that 
all debate on this section and pending amendment be now closed. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Colorado. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 


See Appendix. | 
See Appendix. | 
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Mr. SHAFROTH. Division! 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 94, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 60. That the silver peso and its subdivisions shall contain devices to 
be prescribed by the government of the Philippine Islands, which shall ex- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


press or symbolize the sovereignty of the United States; the fact that the | 


coins are issued for use in said islands, the denominations of the coins, and | ‘ “ : 
| so if the chairman of the committee had not made the remark 


the date of their coinage. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. 
an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia, a member 
of the committee, is recognized. 

Mr. Jt — of Virginia. I move to strike out of page 100, lines 
and 21, the words“ or symbolize the sovereignty of the United 
or 

The Clerk.read as follows: 

Page 100, lines 20 and 21, strike out th 
of the United States 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, these words add ab- 
solutely nothing to the sense of this section. and to strike them 
out will not affect its sense in any way. The chairman of the 
Committee on In sular Aff: irs a few days ago declared that it was 
the purpose of the Republican party to establish in the Philip- 
pine Islands ‘‘an invincible young republic,’’ and I think that he 
will actual it that the part of this section in which it is provided 
that the ere shall be inscribed upon the coin of the islands a device 

ymbolizing the sovereignty of the United States does not very 

well comport or agree that declaration. 

It se ms to me, Mr. 
sin has correctly define "d the purpose of the Republican party, no 
such device as this bill provides for should be placed upon these 
coins. To place any such device upon them is to offer to the peo- 
ple of the Philippines an unnecessary and most gratuitous insult. 
I ask that the words I have indicated may be stricken out. [Cries 
of ** Vote! ’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia. 

The question was taken; and the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. J¢ INES of f Virginia. Division! 

T) nmittee divided; and there were—a 
So the amendment was rejected. 
iILL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the 


! 
nendment. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 


20 ¢ 


> words “or symbolize the sovereignty 





Chairman announced that the 


yes 68, noes 96, 





following 


nsert: 

n silver pesos now in use in the Philippines shall 
at a rate to be fixed by the quarterly proclama- 
the Philippines until such date, not later than 

rear 1903, as may be fixed by public procla- 

1 such coin shall ce ase to be receivable: 

roclamation shall be issued and printed in the 

s before the dateon which such coins cease to 

. That the public offices of the government 
me refuse to receive such coins as appear to 
























sand the subsidiary silver coins issued under 
rnment for use in the Philippines shall be 
rate to be fixed by public proclamation of the 
ns shall cease to be receivable, subject to the 
rescribed in this act for Mexican pesos. 
ose of retiring this silver and minor coins issued 
ish Gx yvernment for use in the Philippines and 
‘retary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
Philippines all of such coins, at a rate to be 
vn by the quarterly proclamation of the civil 
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r the date when this 
yment of debts th 
ept those of the U nited S 
i ct, and thereafter a 
tender in the Philippines tot 
ions that are now provided by law in the 
r sum may be required to carry out the pro- 
all expenses that may be incurred in connection 
priated, and the Secretary of the Treasury i 
rized to pre Tibe such regulations and employ such ager : 
sary a ish = purpose hereof: J *rovided, That 
ving in the Philippines on the date when this act shall take effect 
the ] l-tender oo now in circulation in the Philip- 
: les erwise ex] shy > provided in the contract, or in the coins of 
the United States at th sabe of aachanes e as herei in provided.’ : 


. HILL (during the r ading). *, Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the further re ter of the amendment may be 
i Recorp. This 

ral tender there 
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amendment provides for American money as a leg 
precisely the same as we have it here. 
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Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I move thut all 
debate on this section and pending amendment be closed in five 
minutes, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago I said I had 
changed my purpose and did not intend to offer the amendment 
for the introduction of American money. I should not have done 


which I understood him to make. I understood him to say that 


| he would advocate the free coinage of silver in the Philippine 
| Islands as the Senate proposed before he would consent to the 


introduction of American money. I will ask the gentleman if I 


| am right? 


hi ee that if my friend from Wiscon- | 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman from Connecticut, 
in his intensity, did not understand correctly. Ido not see how 
he can keep a sober face and ask such a question of me. I never 
said anything of the kind, I never thought anything of the kind, 
I never dreamed of anything of the kind. 

Mr. HILL. Did not the gentleman make a statement similar 
to that on the floor? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No; I did not. I read from Mr, 
Jenks, the secretary of the Commission, that he would favor it 
before he would consent to the introduction of American money, 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state—and I will read 
from the Taft report—that under the proposed provision of the 
committee bill ‘‘foreign trade would be conducted on a gold 
basis and domestic transactions upon the same basis, but with 
the token silver currency as an available method of conducting 
smaller transactions within the islands.”’ 

I have before me a statement of Mr. Conant himself, that his 
purpose in introducing this proposition is to stableize the cur- 
rency at a present silver basis, and that I am opposed to. He 
says: 

[Extract from testimony of C. A. Conant, page 21. Hearings before Com 
mittee on Insular Affairs, January 28, 1902.) 

Now, coming down to the vital point of the system which I propose, and 
the suggestion that the peso would be put off on the natives for an American 
dollar, Isee no reason to believe that any such thing would occur, or that 
could possibly occur. The peso, according to the plan outlined in my report, 
and the bill of Mr. Cooper, is a substitute for the Mexican silver dollar 

Now, so far as the native is concerned, it benefits him materially instead 
ofinjuring him. The native suffered from the abandonment of the gold 
standard in the Philippines about 1884, because he did not realize that t 
extent of the fall in silver was decreasing the purchasing power of his wages; 
he continued to receive the same silver wages, but was not aware of te fas 
that they were declining at an a this bill i rapid ratio in gold-pure 
power. What Ihave proposed in this bill 1s to arrest this downwart dé 
in the purchasing power of wages, to fix the value of the peso abs lute y at 
50 cents, in gold, instead of 44 cents, to which the Mexican often falls, or even 
less, although in the summer of 1900 the Mexicans were worth 52 cents, gold. 

I also insert asa comment upon the foregoing extracts fror ym the 
testimony of Mr. McLeod, of Maine, taken by Mr. Conant in that 
city on September 23, 1901: 

Q. You do a peeve it would be wise to introduce American currency 

A. Certainly ; because there would come up the question of labor. The 
native here lo An s upon a dollar as a dollar, and while in Manila, Iloilo, and 
Cebu the natives who are more experie nced in handling money may c ler 
the American dollar as worth two Mexicans, the native of the country, who 
forms the gre at Mass o »f the population, thinks they are the same, and mer« 
iders a dollar a dollar. The wages of the Filipinos here in agricul 
districts must certainly be one of the greatest things there is to consider ir 
the country. The country or provincial native earns his money by re 
so much a week and so much rice. If you pay the native a dollar a we: 

87} cents, as they used to pay them, and offer him 47 cents, he will think 
is not € ey oe and that he is getting the worst of it. You would raise the 
cost of the country’s products as a result. 

And again: 

Since the export of gold the natives have never noticed the difference be- 
tween the silver dollar at its lower value and its former value when on a 
parity with gold. They paid out gold dollars in exchange for silver at t 
former value. The natives have lost through the depreciation of silver 01 
half of their money. But the native who was getting 87} cents a week ir 
pre vinces for: ultural work was quite as happy to have it at 2 shillings 

nstead of the 4 villi ngs it was worth “twenty years before. He had not no- 
iced the difference. 

Now, I ask a vote upon the amendment. 
I conversed with the leading business men in Manila, and the 
advised me that the danger was not in introducing American coin, 
but in the delay in introducing it; and when I make that st es te 
ment I make it as a deliberately, carefully considered opinis m ol 
the best judges and the most extensive business houses in the 
of Manila. I ask for a vote. 

rr ‘ + 7 . ° . in 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was considered and rejected. 

y TeN TR . . . 99 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend in line 2), 
page 100, by striking out the word ‘‘ date’ and inserting the word 
** vear.”’ 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the ge 
tleman from Pennsylvania to strike out, in line 23, page 100, the 
word ‘‘ date ’’ and insert the word “ year.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The Clerk proceeding with the reading of the bill read as fol- 
lows: 


Sec. 70, That the government of the Philippine Islands is authorized and 
liree ted to maintain at all times the parity of the silver coins issued under 
iis act with the gold money of the United States, and for this purpose may, 

in its discretion—- 

First. Pay gold coin for silver coin. 

second. Pay silver coin for gold coin. 

Third, Sell drafts on its deposits in the United States at a reasonable rate, 
not exceeding the usual cost of exchange. . 

Fourth. Transfer any form of money from the current funds of said gov- 
ernment to the currency reserve fund. 

Fifth. Issue temporary certificates of indebtedness, bearing interest at a 
reasonable rate, payable at periods of three months or more, but not later 
than one year, from the date of issue, which shall be in the denominations of 
:50 or 100 pesos, or some multiple of such sum, and shall be redeemable in 

old coin of the United States or in lawful money of said islands, according 
» the terms of issue prescribed by the government of said islands; but the | 
amount of such certificates outstanding at any one time shall not exceed 
$5,000,000, 
* Sixth. Buy gold coin or bullion at a cost not exceeding reasonable charges 

r its importation into said islands. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out | 
he whole of section 70. 
The CHAIRMAN, 

trike out section 70. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I presume our Re- 
publican friends are aware of the fact that the silver which these 
pesos are to contain is only worth, measured in gold, 80 cents. 

Mr. HILL. Thirty-seven cents to-day. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. That would be 74 cents. I am not | b 
talking about the half dollars; Iam talking about pesos. The | 
centleman from Connecticut says that instead of the pesos being 
worth 80 cents in gold they are only worth 74 cents. Now, if | 
that be true, then these pesos to the extent of 26 cents are token | 
money, since the silver in them is worth only 74 cents. 

They are not 50-cent dollars; they are 74-cent dollars. 

yw how my friend from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] is going to | 
support a measure which provides for palming off upon the Fili- 
pino people a dollar which he admits is only worth 74 cents. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman is mistaken; the peso is only 50 
cents, and is to be redeemed at 50 cents; but it is worth only 37 
cents to-day. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, the 
Connecticut is correct in that. The pesos are to be equivalent to 
50 cents. What I should have said is that 2 pesos are made to 
equal $1, and these pesos are only worth, measured in gold, 

its apiece, so that two of them, which it is provided in the bill | 

hall be received for all dues at a dollar, are only in reality worth 

74 cents in gold. Ittherefore being admitted that two of these 
pesos, Which are made equal to and must be received for $1, con- 

iin silver worth only 74 cents in gold, the bill, in this section, | 
pt rovides various means by which their parity with a gold dollar 
may be maintained. 

lea it seems to me that no consistent 
standard can possibly support such a measure as this. 


The gentleman from Virginia moves to 
> 5 





T do not | 


advocate of the gold 
If a 50- 


dollar is dishonest in the United States, then we think ttvo | 


0-cent pesos, worth only i4 cents, and required to be accepted | 

r a dollar, must be dishonest in the Philippine Islands. A 
i4-cent dollar must be a dishonest dollar in the Philippine Islands 
if a 50-cent dollar is a dishonest dollar in the United States. 

It is merely a question of the degree of the dishonesty. Gentle- 
men who prate about dishonest 50-cent dollars in the United 
States should be ashamed to vote for a bill which expressly pro- 
vides for palming off dishonest 74-cent dollars on the poor Fili- | 
pinos, in whom they profess such great interest. Moreover, this | 
] 


irrency is a device by which it is hoped to fool the poor Filipino 
aborer. The ignorant Filipino regards a peso as the equivalent 
1 dollar, and it is expected that he will receive these 50-cent 
pieces, to be called pesos, in exchange for the same amount of 
work or labor for which he now receives a Mexican dollar, or | 
peso. I hope my amendment will be adopted. 

“4 CO OPER of Wisc onsin. q move to close debate on the | 






i _ motion was agre e ‘d to. 
. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, my attention vhas been called to 
remarks, print 13 in the Recorp of June 23, of the gentleman 
m Ohio [Mr. Norton], wherein he states that in a theater in 
s city some four months ago I made a speech inconsistent with 
speech I delivered on the floor of this House on the 20th of this 
th. The gentleman is absolutely and entirely mistaken. I 
never, at any time or at any place, made a speech respecting 
he government of the Philippines wherein I uttered views con- 
“~— to those expressed by me in this House last Friday. 
. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow mea 
question? [Cries of ‘ Question!’’ ‘‘Question!’’ and ‘‘ Vote!” | 
‘Vote!’?] Will the gentleman from California tell this com- | 
nittee whether he is in favor of taking the Filipinos into the 
ited States as citizens at any time in the future? [Cries of 
‘Re ‘gular order! ’’} 


n 
TU 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





| vested in such shares; 


| any bank not incorporatec 


gentleman from | ° 


| of banking in the I 


| entire amendment be printed in the RECORD. 


Mr. KAHN, Ihave not time to answer that question. 
ter. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Jonzs of 
Virginia, there were—ayes 46, noes 86, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src, 76. That the government of the Philippine Islands is authorized, sub- 
ject to the limitations of this ac t, to prov ide b y general legislation the terms 
upon which individuals, copartnerships, and « orporations shall e ngage in the 
business of banking; and no corporation unless organized under such gen- 
eral law shall issue notes for circulation, and then only to an amount not ex- 
ceeding its full paid capital and upon deposit with the government of on 
islands, as security for such notes, of bonds authorized by this act at the 
par value equal in amount to the notes authorized; and the shareholders of 
every such corporation authorized toissue notes for circulation shall be held 
individually responsible, equally and ratably, and not one for another, for 
all contracts, ‘debts, and engagements of such associations to thes amount of 
their stock therein at the par value thereof in addition to the amount in- 
and no individual or copartnership shall issue notes 


[Laugh- 


for circulation. 
Mr. HILL. I offer as a substitute what I send to the desk. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the following amendment: 


Amend substitute for 8. 22% by striking out all of said substitute bill 
from and including line 5, page 107, to and including line 22, page 107, and in- 
serting the following: 

‘THE REGULATION OF BANKING. 

‘Sec. —. That no person, firm, association, or corporation other than 
national banking associations shall be permitted to conduct a banking busi 
ness or to establish or maintain a branch bank in the Philippines after the 
30th day of September, in the year 1902, without a license in writ ing granted 
by the government of the Philippines. Such license shall be gr nted, in the 
discretion of the government of the Philippines, upon applic ation in v riting, 
setting forth the names and domicile of the applicants proposing to doa 
banking business, the nature of the business, the amount of capital proposed 
to be employed, and such other particulars as may be required by said gov 
ernment, and said license may be revoked at any time, but such license shall 
not give authority to issue circulating notes. 

SEC That the provisions of section 5243 of the R evised Statutes of the 
United States, prohibitin the use of the word ‘ National’ in the title of 
T ends ar the national bank act of the United States 

are hereby made applicable to the Philippines. 

‘SEc That all persons, firms, associations, or corporations other than 
national banking g associations engaged in the business of banking in the 
Philippines sh lle mp i with all regulations which may be prescribed by 
the government of the Philippines, and full powe r is hereby conferred upon 
said governme nt of the Philippines to frame regulations regarding the —_ 
ness of any bank, and to appoint a receiver for wi ndi ng up its afiairs wh 












’ 


in the judgment of said gove rmmen t such course is justified, and to impose 
nd enforce pr op: Sys nalties fc F failure tocomply with such regulationsand 

with the authorized acts o ¢ said | rnment. 
“¢ + That ‘the government of _the Philippines may appoint a suitable 
pore mn * De rsons, who may be the same as the person designate i by the 
ptr lies of the Currency, for the examinati national banks in the 





ation, 
r cor- 








P} lippines, which person shall have power to mal ke th roug th exaz 
from time to time, into all the affairs of persons, firms, associations, « 
porations other th: Mn ns itional banking associations engaged in the b 
*hilippines, and in so doing to ex e any of the offi 
and agents of such banks under oath,and who s a full and de 


























report of their condition to the government of th lippines 
‘SEc. By and with the approval of the ann ) x of the Curre y any 
national banking ASSOC tiation now or hereafter es ablished in the Un ted 
States, with afully paid-up capital of not boas tha 1 $1,000,000, is hereby author- 
iz d to establish a1 d maintain branches in any part of the Philippines. 
The omptroller of the Currency is hereby authorized to grant charters to 

nal f banking associations in the Phili Pi vines « nly 

All laws relative to national banking associations aball, o far as 





they are applicable, have the same force and effect in the Philippines as in 
the United States, subject to the provisions and limitations of this al 

the provisions of section 5146 of the Revised Statutes ars hereby ar 
that any resident of the Philippines, otherwise qualified, may 
t 


national bank established or having branches in the Philippin and no 








other qualifications shall be required as to residence xcept that a majority 
of the board of directors of any such national bar hall be citiz sof the 
nited States or natives of the P hilippines, or persons who have under and 


[ 
by v virtue o if the treaty of Paris a ‘quired the political rights of natives of the 
Pi , 


*hilippine 

Mr. HILL (interrupting the reading of the amendment). Mr. 
Chairman, as this amendment is somewhat long I ask unanimous 
consent that the further reading be dispensed with and that the 
I will explain its 
purport. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I move that all debate on this 
section and pending amendments be closed in three minutes. 

Mr. HILL. I have the floor. 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Connecticut has been 
recognized. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I have not the slightest objection 


to the usual five-minute debate being had on this amendment. 
But this is an important matte r, a 1d I thi nk that the House will 


see this when I say that the coinage provisions whi h have been 


use rted in this bill were, as we have he ard over and over again, 
placed there on the recommendation of the Commission and of 
Mr. Conant and of the War Department, and when I explain that 
statement by saying that the banking provisions of the bill are in 


violation of the recommendations of the Commission, in violation 
of the recommendations of the War Department, and diamet- 
rically opposed to the recommendations of Mr. Conant. If the 
recommendations of these parties were good in the case of the 
coinage, they certainly ought to have some weight in regard to 
the banking proposition. 


Now, what is the banking proposition I have introduced here? 


DIE ene RH 
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It is simply the transfer of the laws of the United States with 
reference to the national banks to the Philippine Islands, just as 
we have transferred those national banking laws to Hawaii and 
Porto Rico. I would ask the chairman of this committee why it 
is that they have turned down the unanimous recommendation of 
the Insular Commission, or Judge Taft himself,of the War De- 
partment, and of Mr. Conant, and inserted a proposition here 
under which it will be impossible to issue a bank note in the 
Philippine Islands. I mean that while it will be physically pos- 
sible it will be financially impossible. 

In addition to that this banking provision of the bill absolutely 
ignores and by specific legislation violates the vested rights whic 
the Banco de Espanol now has in the Philippine Islands to issue 
bank notes. It may be a trifling thing in the face of this unani- 
mous recommendation of every party who has had anything what- 
ever to do with this question, both in the Philippine Islands and 
here, to absolutely wipe out of existence vested interests there be- 
cause some man has an idea that the proposed recommendations 


were not what he desires, and I ask the House of Representatives | 


now toadopt this amendment and extend the national-bank laws 
to the Philippine Islands with this further addition—and aside 
from that there is not a variation, and I want the House distinctly 
to understand it—that it provides for taking American capital 


there by allowing American banks with a capital of $1,000,000 to | 5. dependency now held by the United States Government, or which may 


establish branches in the Philippine Islands, which I think our | 


people on the Pacific coast very much desire. 

Now, aside from that, there is not a thing in the whole amend- 
ment but what simply provides for extending our laws to the 
Philippine Islands, so that the Comptroller of the Currency can 
issue charters for national banks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Connecticut. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
HILL) there were—ayes 30, noes 69. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 77. That any bank now doing business in the Philippine Islands which 
has its notes in circulation shall retire the same oz or before the Ist day of 
January. in the year 1904, or make provision therefor when same are not 
presented for redemption, under regulations to be made by the government 
of said islands 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out that section. I should like to ask the gentleman who reports 
this bill, if I can get his attention, why it is that he wants banks 


for circulation, and then only to an amount not exceeding its ful] 
face capital and upon deposit of bonds as security. It provides 
for a bond-secured currency, rather than the straight-asset cur- 
rency, as we ordinarily understand it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then simply because this may be 
a monopoly they are going to strike the circulation down without 
ponies anything in its place. That is what this section means, 

Ye should strike down the exclusive privilege, make it general, 
and let the notes alone, at least until we put something in their 
ce. Calling in those notes does not kill the monopoly without 

illing probably the little prosperity the people have there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, to strike out section 77. 

The question was taken; and the motion was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. &. That all laws passed by the government of the Philippine Islands 
shall be reported to Congress, which hereby reserves the power and authority 
to annul the same. 


Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I offer as a 


| new section the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 





The Clerk read as follows: 


Add the following as a new section: 
* That from and after the passage of thisact there shall be neither slavery 
nor involuntary servitude in the Philippine Archipelago, or in any province 


hereafter be acquired. 
‘That the so-called treaty or agreement made and entered into between 


| John C. Bates, brigadier-general of United States Volunteers, acting for the 


Government, and the Sultan of the Sulu Archipelago and the datos whose 
names appear as parties to said agreement or treaty dated August 20, 1899, 
be, and the same is hereby, disapproved and disaffirmed, and declared void 
and of no effect. 

‘That the purchase, sale, or gifts of slaves in the whole of said archipelago 
is hereby forbidden and declared illegal, likewise the importation of any 


| person bought or inany manner acquired in a foreign country and trans- 


ported for the purpose of involuntary servitude to the Philippine Archi- 
pelago.” 


Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I will not oc- 


cupy the time of the committee more than a moment. 


The United States of America is the only civilized power to- 


| day that is protecting the institution of human slavery. The 
| contract, agreement, or treaty, whatever it may be called, that 
was entered into between Brig. Gen. John C. Bates and the Sul- 


tan of Jolo and the datos, by which they were paid $10,000 in 
Mexican money, and under the terms of which our Government 


| agreed to protect them in their religious customs and manners, 


that have been strong enough, if not good enough, to accommo- | 


date the United States Government during our troubles in the 


Philippine Islands, who are conducting and have conducted for | 


years a good banking business over there—why he demands of 
them to call in the notes of circulation and put nothing in their 
place, it seems? Now, laskthe gentleman for the information of 
the House. Ithink that is asort of dangerous process of contract- 
ing the currency when there is little enough money over there 
at best. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The Banco d’Espanola, referred 
to by the gentleman from Connecticut, and to which the gentle- 
man from Tennessee refers, claims to have an exclusive monop- 
oly, by virtue of its charter derived from the Spanish Crown, to 
issue banknotes. The United States Government doubts whether 
under the treaty of Paris that monopoly can be sustained, or 
whether the United States is bound to recognize that monopoly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Wherein is it a monopoly? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The right to exclusively issue 
notes in the islands is a monopoly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
laws,’ and does not that necessarily continue this monopoly, if it 
is one? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
doing that. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
paper money? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
in which the friars are largely interested as stockholders. 
a capital of something like one or two million dollars. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You assume that it may be a 
monopoly—— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is not assumption. 
absolute monopoly under the terms of its charter. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
thing else there to take the place of this or permit that bank to 
go on, or we put something in circulation to take the place of 
these notes, you are actually drawing in money from circulation, 
when there is hardly any money over there except the American 
money, and this money which you say is worth about 384 or 37 
cents on the dollar. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The bill provides that no corpo- 
ration unless organized under such general laws shall issue notes 


Not under this bill. We are not 
What bank is it that issues this 


The Banco d’Espanola, the bank 


It is an 


including the institutions of human slavery and polygamy, is 
stillin force. According to the testimony before the Insular 
Affairs Committee of the House by Governor Taft these sums of 
money have been paid to the Sultan’and the datos from the 
time this agreement was made up to the present time. 

Now, I am aware of the fact that the thirteenth amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States provides that slavery shall 
not exist anywhere in any territory subject to the jurisdiction of 
the United States. And I am aware of the provision which has 
been inserted in this bill to prohibit slavery there; but the pro- 
hibition of slavery is one thing. The existence of slavery under 


| the protection of the United States Government is quite a differ- 


ent thing. So that under this new section which I have offered 
I want to give the Republican party one opportunity to declare 
its abhorrence of slavery in the Philippine Islands, and to say 
that it shall not exist there under the protection of the American 
flag, under this treaty or agreement. 

So far as we upon this side of the Chamber are concerned, if 
we are permanently to retain the possession of the Philippine 


| Islands, we are opposed to the institution of human slavery. 


Have we not continued “ existing | 


It has | 


i 





| 


Now, then, until you create some- | 


I am aware that when President McKinley forwarded this 
treaty, negotiated by General Bates with the Sultan of Jolo, to 
the Senate of the United States he left the whole matter to Con- 
gress. It has been left in that situation ever since, the Congress 
of the United States having neither affirmed nor disaffirmed this 
treaty, so that so far as I know this is the first time the question 
has ever been presented to Congress for the affirmation or disaf- 
firmation of this treaty. 

Now, as I have said, I do not care to take up the time of the 


| committee in any general discussion of this subject. The facts 


are that there are 300,000 or more human slaves in the Philippine 


| Islands, held by these Mohammedan Moros, and the condition otf 


their servitude is a condition of infinite horror. Young childre n 
are sold from their mothers, families are separated, and the fe- 
male slaves are subject always to the desires of their masters. 
Anyone who has studied this question will understand that this 
Government is to-day protecting this institution of human slavery 
in the Philippine Islands. 

Now, I want to say that England in 1834 set free every slave 
within the British Empire, and the United States Government 1s 
to-day the only first-class civilized power on earth within whose 
territory slavery exists. 7 

I simply want to say that the Republicans have an opportunity, 

’ 












which I present to them, to say or not to say whether slavery 
shall longer exist in those islands. [Applause on the Democratic 
side, and cries of ‘* Vote!’ ‘‘ Vote!’’]} 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I have but a word 
to say in answer to the gentleman from Tennessee. He said that 
President McKinley indicated or intimated that he did not ap- 
prove of the treaty made by General Bates. My impression—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But he says he remitted it to Congress. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I did not hear. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman went further than that. 
He said he remitted the whole thing to Congress. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. Now,I understand that 
that is not a statement of the fact. President McKinley did not 
merely intimate his disapproval, but he expressed his absolute, 


unqualified disapproval of the treaty so far as it related to the | 


subject of slavery. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. May I interrupt the distin- 
guished gentleman? Is it nota fact that this Government has been 
paying the Sultan of Jolo and the datos sums of money that we 
were to give to them by virtue of the terms of that treaty? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. But that is not the question. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. One moment. Is not that 
the fact, I ask? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That does not meet the proposi- 
tion. The question that the gentleman is asking does not meet 
the proposition that he advanced. We can well pay these datos 
and yet not recognize the existence of slavery. 
these funds to keep the peace. 

racy. 
Somalnl We can do all that and still not recognize human slav- 
ery or put it under our protection. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. 
committee—— 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. One moment. One at a time. 
Now, the gentleman from Tennessee would give the House to 
understand, and I presume that the purpose of making the mo- 
tion is to have the impression go to the country through the 
RECORD, that slavery is practiced generally throughout the archi- 

velago. 
, Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. I have not said so. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. But youdonotsay it was not true. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. He said the Mohammedan 

ortion. 

, Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The Mohammedan islands, in the 
extreme southern portion of the archipelago, and the island of 
Mindanao and the Jolo group, which is within the southern por- 
tion of the archipelago, have slaves. As I understand, 250,000. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Which is the outside. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Which is the outside limit, as 
shown by the testimony of Governor Taft. It is more like feu- 
dalism than our old-fashioned system of slavery. It has not the 
barbarities which we usually associate with the system of human 
slavery. Itisasort of peonage or family affair—they live with 
the family, and the slaves are often indistinguishable from the 
members of the master’s family. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not sold. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. They are not sold. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield to 
me? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Not only that, but one of the 
datos has voluntarily relinquished all slaves and emancipated 
them. Judge Taft, in his testimony, said that he thought that 


We pay them money to prevent 


Will my colleague on the 





with the influences which would be exercised upon Mindanaoand | 


the whole of the country by the presence of American institu- 
ae ideas, and principles, slavery would gradually be 
abolished, 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
a question? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is absolutely impossible, of 
course, to abolish it at once by a mere statute. 
question, and it takes time. The United States Government is 
doing all thatit can. President McKinley expressly said that he 
would not recognize slavery, and never has. Congress has not. 
Therefore the United States has never officially recognized it in 
those islands, and we prohibit it absolutely by this bill. In addi- 
tion to that, the Constitution of the United States, in the thir- 
teenth amendment, expressly prohibits it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the thirteenth amend- 
ment apply there? [Cries of ‘* Vote! ’’] 

I move to close debate on this 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I take it that the Republican 
pa oe that it stands for slavery. 
order! ”’ 


[Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
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We can pay them | 


We pay them money to preserve order within their | 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him | 


It is a practical | 





Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. 
President McKinley said. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I make the point of order that debate is ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. I have not bothered the com- 
mittee very much, and I shall ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unan- 
imous consent to address the committee for two minutes. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Who objects? 
to read what President McKinley said. 
| Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I make the 
| point of order that no gentleman arose in his seat and objected, 
and hence the gentleman from Tennessee has his two minutes. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The House has not disposed of the request. 
| The gentleman asks that his time be extended for two minutes. 
| Is there objection? 

Mr. PEARRE. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. SULZER. I move to strike out the last word. 

a CHAIRMAN. That is not admissible; an amendment is 
pending. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I move to strike out the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule only allows one amendment and 
| debate and five minutes on each side, which has been had, and 
no other motion is admissible until this amendment is disposed 
|of. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 104. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by adding a 
new section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert the following as section 83: 

“Tn this first organic act, creating a civil government for the Philippine 
Islands, it is hereby solemnly declared to be the settled purpose of the Con- 
gress to extend to the inhabitants of those islands every aid in enabling them 
to develop the capacity for self-government, and when such capacity shall 
have been developed we pledge the faith of the Republic to confer upon them 
the right of self-government after the fashion of the really free nations.” 


I simply want to read what 


I simply want 





Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, I will occupy the time of the 
committee only a moment upon this amendment. Different 
Presidents have spoken upon what should be the ultimate policy 
of the people of the United States with reference to the future 
government of the Philippine Islands. I will read now what 
President Roosevelt said in his first message to Congress last De- 
cember: 

Our aim is high. We do not desire to do for the islanders merely what 
has elsewhere been done for tropic peoples by even the best foreign govern 
ments. We hope to do for them what has never before been done for any 
——_ of the Tropics—to make them fit for self-government after the fashion 
of the really free nations. 

The treaty of Paris does not confer on the President the power 
to fix the status of the people of the Philippine Islands, but im- 
| poses that duty upon Congress. I agree most heartily with the 
utterance I have referred to by President Roosevelt. It seems to 
me the time has at last arrived when we who are charged by 
treaty with responsibility in the matter, that now, to-day, four 
years nearly after we have entered those islands, when we are 
passing a bill, a comprehensive act, an organic act for the govern- 
ment of the people of the islands, an act which looks far into the 
| future, it is time for Congress to perform its duty under the treaty 
| of Paris and declare in at least general terms what the policy of 
| this people is to be. Leeman. | 

This bill contains provisions which should never be enacted un- 
less we couple with them a declaration of the line our policy is to 
follow. If we are silent as to our ultimate policy, those pro- 
visions will operate to determine what itis to be. One part of 
| this bill will foreclose this question unless we write in this law 
notice of our purpose to the people who may act under it. This 
| bill opens up every stick of timber, every acre of land, every 
nugget of ore to the people of these islands, to the citizens of the 
United States, I might say to the world. 

Now, our people will go there, capitalists will swarm there like 
locusts—and I do not mean this in any opprobrious sense, because 
the movement will grow out of our commercial spirit and enter- 
prise—they will make investments there, and after they have 
invested, if the proposition is ever made to take the islands from 
under the jurisdiction and sovereignty of the United States they 
will come to this Congress and they will say that they have in- 
vested their money on the faith of this act; they will appeal to us 
to protect them. 

Gentlemen know as a practical proposition that no matter what 
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may be the desires of the American people Congress will be prac- 
tically powerless, and that we shall probably never get out of the 
islands under those circumstances. The relations between cap- 
ital and imperialism are very intimate. The Boer war grew out 
of the investment of capital by the subjects of Great Britain in 
the two South African Republics. If we invite the capitalists of 
this country and the world to invest there under the shield of the 
United States, it is morally certain that everything that has been 
said by our President, by our ex-commissioners, and our other 
public men will amount to nothing, and that we shall remain 
there, if not forever, at least into the far future. 

Now, I desire to have it written in this act, so that anybody 
who goes there will go under notice imbedded in the act, that we 
are not liable to stay there forever. 

Ultimate self-government is the policy, as I construe it, so well 
enunciated by the President of the United States. It is that 
about which the people of the United States are thinking more 


than about anything else connected with the Philippine Islands, | 


and it seems to me here and now are the time and place for us to 
make some declaration with regard to it. We have followed the 
policy of drift long enough. We have voted tariffs for those 
people. We have created an army to subdue them, and we are 
now constructing a frame of government for them. Somewhere 
between the covers of this minute bill, in all its 83 sections, we 
should find room enough to convey a hint of our purpose. 

If we can not here find a place to avyow our purpose, when, I 
ask, may we properly state it? Whatever our and their interests 
may seem hereafter to demand, whatever an awakened sense of 
fealty to the very principle of our national life may point out, if 
we are silent now, we shall, I fear, bind these islands to us with 
cords of steel. This bill contains some liberal features. I think 
the gentleman from Wisconsin and those upon his committee 
have considered this question in a broad spirit; but it seems to 
me it would be vastly improved if the amendment I propose were 
inserted in it. [Applause. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I move to substitute for 
the proposition of the gentleman from Massachusetts the propo- 
sition which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





In this first organic act creating a civil government for the Philippine Is- 
lands it is hereby solemnly declared to be the settled purpose of the Congress 
‘ ito the inhabitants of those islands every aid in enabling them to 
velop the capacity for self-government. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, is debate in 
ley? 
orcer: 


The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, much has 
been said here in the last two or three days about ‘‘ running 
away,’’ much about ‘‘ cowardice’’ and ‘‘ weaklings,’’ and much 
about our ‘‘facing the responsibilities ’’ and ‘‘ obligations ”’ thrust 
upon us by the Spanish treaty. Now, I invite every member of 
this House not to *‘ run away’’ from the pending proposition— 

Mr. LANDIS. I shall not run away. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Not to show any cowardice, 
but faithfully perform the very first duty laid upon you by the 


treaty with Spain and to meet bravely the great obligation that 
is thrust upon you by that treaty. 

As a the first obligation thrust upon you is to 
‘* fix the political status of the people of those islands.’’ Now, 
why will you constantly ‘‘run away’’ even from your own 


Congress, 


breath? Why are you constantly afraid even to declare your own 
policy so much as to let your words go out upon the circumam- 
bient air so that somebody somewhere may possibly know what 
you nd to do? 

W now give notice of your policy to the world, as the 





gentleman from Massachusetts has said, even in the negative way 
Have you any policy that you dare utter? 
Do you wai to drift, without the courage to meet the 
real responsibilities and the real questions; continue to drift 
without a declaration of policy or intent until you have drifted 
so far that you can not retrace your steps—until there has drifted 
into the islands capital and invested interests of many different 
sorts that will hold you there whether the people behind you want 
you held there or not? An unsought policy may drift onto you. 
Gentlemen, let us not talk always about ‘“‘ courage;’’ let us 
yw some; let us not always talk about “* facing responsibilities;”’ 
let us face one now. Suppose before we leave here this evening 
the American Congress shall declare ‘‘ the political status of the 
people of the Philippine Isiands,”’ as the treaty of Paris requires, 
one way or the other—either declare it our way by giving them 
heir independence or declare that they are subjects, colonial sub- 
jects, by saying that you are going to hold them perpetually or 
indefinitely as you are now holding them, or declare that they 
are to be citizens. We will vote with you if you do the first; 
meet you in confidence before the people if you do either of the 
other two things. But declare something. 
Do not you think that the American people have a right to ex- 
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pect something of this kind from a great party that has absorbed 
the initials ‘‘G. O. P.’”°—‘‘ Grand Old Party?’ But I think those 
letters might better be ‘“‘S. O. P.”-—‘‘Smart Old Party,” ‘‘ Dex. 
terous Old Party,’ ‘‘Cunning Old Party.’’ Why not once in 
your lifetime let it be a ‘‘ Brave Old Party,’’ Don’t you think 
the people have a right to expect from you simply that you shal] 
utter your thoughts out loud in the public ear—not “‘ run away” 
every time anybody proposes anything definite? 

What do you declare in this bill? You are afraid to declare for 
the people of the islands their political status. You declare them 
to be ‘‘ inhabitants ’’ and “‘ citizens of the Philippines.’’ What is 
that, in God’s name? Everybody knew that they were ‘‘ inhabi- 
tants of the Philippines.’’ And “citizens of the Philippines.’ 
What does that mean? What are the Philippines? An inde- 
pendent government? Not yet. How can anybody be a “ citi- 
zen’’ of something that is not an independent country? 

You decline to say that they are citizens of the United States, 
You decline to say that they are subjects of the United States, 
The nearest you have ever got anywhere to a declaration on this 
subject was in a judicial construction made by one of the judges 
of the Supreme Court—the others did not unite with him—that 
they were *‘ citizens appurtenant.’’ Now, just let us have it out 
here now. We have told the American people what we propose— 
announced our policy. Say what you mean. If you mean any- 


| thing at all, have the courage to tell the American people what it 


is, and do not ‘‘run away;’’ face something. [Loud applause on 
the Democratic side. | 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I think it well that the 
House should understand what it is proposing to vote for. The 
proposition of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCa.1] 
is adirect proposition, first, pledging ourselves to teach the Filipi- 
nos the arts of civilization, and, second, to create States according 
to the fashion of free nations. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, if my friend will permit me—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is the plain English of it. Let me 
have it, please. 

Mr. McCALL. Does the gentleman understand that President 
Roosevelt is proposing they may be admitted as States into the 
Union and that he used the identical language that I do? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ido not care anything about that. Iam 
unwilling to, even under the seductive invitation of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs], force the Republicans of 
this country into a declaration that goes beyond and mortgages 
the future as to what shall be done in the matter of the final and 
ultimate disposition of the Philippine Islands. It is entirely 
enough to say this: 

In this first organic act creating a civil government for the Philippine I 
lands, itis hereby solemnly declared to be the settled purpose of the Cor 
gress to extend to the inhabitants of those islands every aid in enabling 
them to develop the capacity for self-government. 





That is fixing the status, if the gentleman from Mississippi 
will hear me. Now, what we will do after that is a question to 
be left to the future. I say not to mortgage the future by any 
act of the present—not pledge ourselves—for if we do, for all 
time we will have this language put into our faces when we fail 
to make Territories and States out of them. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gentle- 
man if his proposed substitute does not carry with it an implied 
promise? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, 


Not in the slightest. 
Of independence? 
Not in the slightest. 
It strikes me that we better keep off 


| that field altogs ther. 


i 


+} + 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I am perfectly willing to keep off t 
field, but if I am going on the field I do not propose that all the 
future of our country shall be thus pledged under the sneers ol 
a Democratic minority, cooperating in this sort of way with 
members on this side of the House. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. 
mit a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
man from New Jersey? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly, if I have any time. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Will the gentleman accept an amend- 
ment to the last few words of his proposed substitute, so that 16 
will read a pledge not to develop the “‘ capacity for self-govern- 
ment,’’ but to develop self-government? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; “capacity ’’ is quite as far as I want 
to goright now. [Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I believe that we are now 
at a very important stage of this legislation. The venerable gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. ar is apprehensive of a deep- 
laid design on the part of my friend from Mississippi [Mr. W''- 
LIAMS]—to do what? To force the Republican party to say what 
it desires to do and what it will do! Now, that is a spectacle for 
godsand men! The gentleman from Mississippi, in this late hour 
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Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman per- 


Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- 














= | 


in the last days of the session, is seriously trying to force that 
valiant, that warlike, that brave party to say what it desires to 
do and to do ope nly what it desires to do! 
[ do not wonder at the apprehension of my friend from Ohi 
to be thus suddenly attacked in this way, an effort to be made 
ddenly to force that great party to be honest with the country | 
i honest with itself, to speak out and throw away subterfuges, | 
lare what its purposes are, and to give the American peopl 
great surprise se once, in connection with this Philippine trans- 
ion, of fi indi ng the party honest and candid! Will my friend 
n from this course of conduct? [Laugl 
the os mocratic &§ ide. | 
Why pursue the ge mtleman from Ohio in this heartless way? 
Ha ny ri nd from Missi: sippi no bowels of compassion? Does | 
cy a re no influence with him? [Applause and laughter on 
Democratic side.] Where will he stop? Does he appreciate 
haracter of his performance? About to force the Repub- 
party to an act, single and alone, of course, in recent years, 
mesty and candor! Forbear, forbear, my friend from Mis- 
ssi “ This is asking toomuch! It is attempting too much. 
[ know you can bring enough of force to move those who desire 
be honest and those who have any inclination to be candid. 1] 
tha it. [ know that everything involved in the question, ] 
ww that every incident and ry surrounding fact, unite in 
t and join in urging and persuading to one single, lone act 
ant yx and honesty in connection with this Philippine play; 
t it is too cog th to hope for, it is too much, when you are in 
» minority, to strive for. It can not be done. 
The gentleman from Ohio is right about it. The party will not 
honest. Youcan not make it honest. It will not be candid. 
ter and applause on the Democratic side.] Why, it would 
Republican party of to-day if it were to be candid. 
ghter.] It would be a disorgat ization; it would be aban- 
e the organization that lives for spoil and plunder, that 
by pretense and hypocrisy. Do not ask it, do not expect it. 
The astute gentleman from Ohio is right about it. The party 
can not afford to be honest. The party is damned if it is honest. 
ghter on the Democratic side. } 
1e of the party. The party shrinks from it 








m Mississ ppi refra 














hrinks from death. Do not k so much; do not go into 
rformance here and endeavor to force it. We can n 
ve have not the numbers. Moral forces, high sentiments, 


ty appeals, stern duty, persuasive eloquence, all these will 
The gentleman from Ohio is going to stand by | 
lhe is going to turn his guns the wrong way. Already they 
spiked. The conduct of the party, the pretense, the sham- 
ling and shuffling of the leaders, have been effec 





» in spiking 


ir guns. Let the gentlemen alone, alone in the political W- 
and hypocrisy in which they revel. Let them proceed, 
yy and by, my friends, we will learn what the American 


ple say about it. [Prolonged applause on the Democrati 


The question is on t] 
tute offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 
ubstitute was rejected. 


adoption « f the sub- 














he CHATRMAN. The question is on neg amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts |[Mr. McCa i 
‘I nestion being taken, on a divisi ion (demanded by Mr. 
M there were—ayes 89, noes 128. 
\ccordingly the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I have an amend- 
to oer as section. 
lhe Clerk 1 llows: 
That it s and is unlawful for any person or p 
nies, firm or firms, corporati nor ¢ rpora 1S, aS \ 
created or operating in the Phili pp or 
y to any contract, combination, or o r it 
rmay be to curtail, restrain, or preven f 1} 
| business, or control the price, production, or « or d 
goods, merchandise, or other business wit ne Is 
t the supr »court, and courts of first instan¢ ‘ iy i 
hall possess and exercise jurisdiction as! 
l all cases arising under this pr 
Mr. TAWNEY. I make the point of order that the amend 
it is not germane to the section. 
The CHAIRMAN. It is offered as a new section. 
\ir. GAINES of Tennessee. I desire to state what the proposed 
iendment is, and then if it is subject to the point of order the 
pol f order can be sustained. 
the CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands that it is offered as 
lew section, and it is, of course, in order 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. This, gentlemen, is an antitrust 
ovision. You have pi -ovided everything in the world in the 
p 


PP ine Islands except the indep endence of the inhabitants and 
ue law to prevent the people who have not been shot to death 
rom being consumed by the trusts. We have an antitrust law in 
Alaska which we passed during the last Congress. Everybody 


ted for that. You have an antitrust law on your statute buok§, 





1902. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





| put there by Democrats and Republicans alike. There was nota 


single a nting vote when it passed this House. 

Mr. TAWNEY. How many votes were there against consid- 
eration? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Every Democrat in this House, 
sir, voted for it, and so did every Re public an, on its passage. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But every Democrat voted against the con- 
sideration of the Sherman antitrust law. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why, the Democrats helped to 
—= 

TAWNEY. They voted against consideration of it. 

ME. tAINES of Tennessee. This amendment is offered for tl 
ben fit of the eames in the Philippine Islands. It is in keeping 
with our antitrust law. It is a remarkable fact that th li 


tinguished lawyers, and distinguished patriots, I may add by 


| 


way of nick-name, should have proposed a bill here which in 
some parts of it is a good bill, and should have left t l 
defenseless in the Philippine Islands, with their rights to 
strangled and suppressed, which this amendment would p1 
There is no antitrust law there. It is every man for himself and 
the devil for - m all. 
some provision, at least, for the protection of these people agait 
the trusts. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman excuse me just a 
moment? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. How many of our Democratic frien 
the last Congress voted for the co i i t 


was proposed, giving Congress 





I want to put upon the statute book 


Lich 


ver this matter of 





trusts? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I voted against it; and you came 
and took a lot of my anti-trust bill and put it into yours. That 
was the only good thing in your bill. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You bill was not in the constit ional 
amendment at all. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No; but you came and got my bill 
and asked my advice about it and took it. [La ter. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I want to say to my friend from Tennes- 
see, in the first place i did not ask his advice, although his advi 
is g od | Laughter. | 
Mr. G AINES o f Tennessee. Does the gentleman mean to say 
that } 1e did not come to me and ask me for my bill? [Great and 
long-c continued laughter, and cries of ‘‘ Vote! ’’] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I think the gent 


Maine ought to have an opportunity toapologize. |Great laugh- 








ter. | 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I think that he ought to apo! 
for not getting his bill through the Senate. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I can say for the 
ntleman from Maine that he did not ask the gentleman , 
neither was the ny occasion therefor. Now.I want Vv 
riend the question which I rose to ask in the first place. How 
many of our Democratic friends during th: Cons \ 
for the constitutional amendment conferri1 m the ¢ 


wer to control trusts: 

mg UL ZER. WwW hat has that got to d it 

Mr. GAINES nnessee. [don ow how many, but the 
| } 4 »} + y ‘ 


Supreme Court ‘said t we hac 





tie j i ) 

crush them ou 2 te ne medina poi a no iforced tl 
trust law, and the bill that you asked us to p 3 lyi 
the Senate of the United States lay. js 

atic side.] And in addition to that you put the provision I had 
in my billin your bill. [Great laughter. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, now. I will answer the question 
m if for my friend. Just two Dem . Mr. Nap 
M 3 and r. NEWLANDS of Ney voted 

! nent. Th ail. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Ghairman,I desire thea 
tion of the House a moment in order to ly to the stat 

f the gentleman from Mississippi and th leman 
souri. The most compl answer to thei ueries an 
with which Iam acquainted is to be fou in th 
Governor Taft, one of the great—really g men 
{| Applause.] I looked for this testimony while t] 


were speaking, but could not find it. I h \ 
desk at my hotel. 
if t had had it here I sh« uld h ive met their statement 
but I have succeeded in finding it in acopy o CONGR 
Dy, 
REc« 
t Tl etwo ge ntl men W h a ) W V tl 


) party in not now 1 


¢ 
he country to it. 
sons are actuating th Repu 
express promise of independen 
Mr. Chairman, there are Republi 
manent colonial system by Republican sanction. 
publicans who believe that the United States will not continu 
‘colonial system permanently. But, be that as it may, there ar 


‘ans whi » are opposed ' 


RD. and I wish to call the attention 1 mm nd 


There Re- 
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Republicans who exercise judgment enough to know that it is 
not well to make promises under circumstances like those which 
surround us in the archipelago. 

In this connection, I call attention to the testimony of Governor | 
Taft. Itisa complete answer to the suggestions of the gentleman 
from Missouri and the gentleman from Mississippi. When Gov- 
ernor Taft was asked if we should not make the promise of inde- 
pendence, he said: 

_No, sir; and I willsay why. Nothing that can to-day be said to the Fili 
pino people in the nature of a pe ynise as to the form of government which 
may take place after an established stable government shall be formed 
could be otherwise than misleading to them and confusing in establishing 
that government. 

It would at once begin the agitation among those who desire that separa- 
tion to have that separation, because, in their opinion, they are fitted for it 
at once. It would drive away from the support of the stable government 
that conservative element who are strongly in favor of American guidance 
and control, because they would a an early change. 

They would think they would early be left without the support which the 
presence of the American Government necessarily gives, and the promise of 
something in the future, instead of helping to establish, would render un- 
stable any government which was attempted to be established. 





Again he said: 


The personal hostility between leading Filipinosat times has been so great 
as io lead to bloody measures. How far they would be carried here I have 
no idea. That is conjectural. 


In addition to that, he said: 


In addition to that, by reason of the constant agitation as to the granting 
of this independence in a year or two years or three years ora decade, it 
would at once discourage the sincere efforts of the educated Filipinos who 
are with us to-day in building up a stable government. For these reasons I 
think such a promise as that would be a great mistake. 


[Loud applause on the Republican side. } 

Governor Taft came from the bench, where he had alife position, 
to see President McKinley. He has more than once said that when 
he entered the White House he had no more of thought of going | 
to the Philippines on his present mission than he had to go to 
some far-off part of the world to bea hermit; but, said he, ‘‘ Presi- 
dent McKinley talked with me for hours, and when I came away | 
I had another conception of what a man’s duty is to his genera- | 
tion, and I decided to go.”’ 

Governor Taft said to me what he has been quoted as saying | 
to others—members of the House have seen it in print: ‘‘ I would | 
go back to the Philippine Islands if there were no salary attached 
to the office rather than forsake that people. I know what the | 
possibilities of that situation are; I know what my duty is. I | 
have a deep interest in those people, and the Republic of the | 
United States will be glad finally that we stayed to help them | 
along.’ [Loud applause on the Republican side. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered | 
by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The question was taken, and.the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk proceeded with and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, if the reading of the | 
bill is completed and there are no further amendments to be | 
offered, I desire, on the part of the minority members of the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs, to offer as a substitute for the House 
bill as amended the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and I | 
ask that it be considered as pending in the House under the rule. 
I ask that the reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. PAYNE. I supposed under the order it was to be reported 
to the House anyway. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I do not want to lose the opportunity | 
given me under the rule, and therefore I offer it now and ask 
that it be considered as pending in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia offers an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute for the House bill, and 
the gentleman asks unanimous consent that the reading of the 
bill be-dispensed with. Isthereobjection? [Afterapause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I move the adop- 
tion of the amendment proposed by the Committee on Insular 
Affairs in the nature of a substitute for the Senate bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman offers the amendment pro- 
posed as a substitute as amended by the committee. 

The question was taken; and the amendment in the nature of a 
substitute for the Senate bill was agreed to. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I move that the | 
committee do now rise and report the bill as amended to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. GILLett of Massachusetts, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration Senate bill 2295 | 
and had directed him to report the same back with an amendment | 
with the recommendation that as amended the bill do pass, also 


with another amendment in the nature of a substitute. ee mer. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts, Chair- | De Graffenreid, 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | 
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Union, reports that that committee has had under consideration 
Senate bill 2295 and reports the same back with an amendment 


| recommending the adoption of the amendment and that the bill 


do pass; that the committee has also instructed him to report a 
pending amendment in the nature of a substitute for the consid. 
eration of the House. The first question will be on the adoption 
of the substitute amendment recommended by the minority, 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, on that question I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 97, nays 137, an- 
swered ‘‘ present’’ 7, not voting 110; as follows: 

YEAS—9%7. 


Clayton. 
Cooper, Tex. 


Calderhead, 


Blakeney, 


Boreing, 








Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Hemenway, 


Foster, Lil. 
Gaines, W. Va. 


Joy, 


Rhea, Va. 


Richardson, Ala. 


Moody, Oreg. 


McCulloch, 
McLain, 


Ruppert, 


So the proposed substitute was rejected. 


Adamson, Fleming, Little, Sims, 
Allen, Ky. Flood, Lloyd, Slayden, 
Ball, Tex Fox, McClellan, Small, 
Bankhead, Gaines, Tenn. McDermott, Smith, Ky. 
Bartlett, Goldfogle, McRae, Snodgrass, 
Bowie, Gordon, Maddox, Snook, 
Brantley, Green, Pa. Mickey, Sparkman, 
Breazeale, Griffith, Miers, Ind. Stark, 
Brundidge, Griggs, Moon, Stephens, Tex, 
Burgess, Hay, Naphen, Sulzer, 

| Burleson, Hooker, Padgett, Swanson, 
Burnett, Howard, Patterson, Tenn. Tate, 
Caldwell, Johnson, Pierce, Thayer, 
Candler, Jones, Va. Pon, Thomas, N.C, 
Cassingham, Kehoe, Randell, Tex. Thompson, 
Clark, Kern, Ransdell, La. Underwood, 


Vandiver, 
Wiley, 


Cowherd, Kleberg, Richardson, Tenn. Williams, Il. 
Davis, Fla. Kluttz, Rixey, Williams, Miss. 
De Armond, Lamb, Robb, Wooten, 
Dougherty, Lanham, Robinson, Ind. Zenor. 
Feely, Lester, Rucker, 
Finley, Lewis, Ga, Ryan, 
Fitzgerald, Lindsay, Shafroth, 
NAYS—137. 

| Adams, Douglas, Knox, Powers, Mass. 
Alexander, Draper, Kyle, Prince, 
Allen, Me. Eddy, Lacey, Ray, N. Y. 
Aplin, Esch, Landis, Reeder, 
Barney, Foerderer, Latimer, Roberts, 

| Bates, Foss, Lessler, Rumple, 
Beidler, Foster, Vt. Littlefield, Schirm, 
Bingham, Fowler, Long, Scott, 

| Bishop, Gardner, Mich, Loud, Showalter, 
Boutell, Gardner, N. J. Lovering, Sibley, 
Bowersock, Gibson, McCall, Smith, M1. 
Brick, Gillett, Mass. McCleary, Smith, Iowa 
Bristow, Graff, McLachian, Smith, 8. W. 
Bromwell, Graham, Maun, Southard, 
Brown, Greene, Mass, Marshall, Southwick, 

| Brownlow, Grosvenor, Martin, Steele, 
Burk, Pa. Hamilton, Mercer, Stevens, Minn. 
Burleigh, Hanbury, Metcalf, Stewart, N. J. 
Burton, Haskins, Mondell, Stewart, N. Y. 
Butler, Pa. Hedge, Moody, N. C. Storm, 


Sulloway, 


Capron, Henry, Conn, Morgan, Tawney, 
Cassel, Hepburn, Morrell, Tayler, Ohio 
Conner, Hildebrant, Moss, Thomas, Iowa 

| Coombs. Hill, Needham, Tirrell, 
Cooper, Wis. Holliday, Nevin, Tongue, _ 

| Cousins, Hopkins, Olmsted, Van Voorhis, 
Cromer, Howell, Otjen, Vreeland, 
Crumpacker, Irwin, Overstreet, Wanger, 
Currier, Jack, Palmer, Warner, 
Cushman, Jenkins, Patterson, Pa. Warnock, 
Dalzell, Jones, Wash. Payne, Watson. 
Darragh, Kahn, Pearre, 
Davidson, Ketcham, Perkins, 

| Dick, Knapp, Powers, Me. 

ANSWERED “PRESENT "—7. 
Bell, Evans, Shackleford, Wright. 
Burkett, Meyer, La. Skiles, 

NOT VOTING—110, 

Acheson, Dinsmore, Lassiter, Russell, 
Babcock, Dovener, Lawrence, Scarborough, 

| Ball, Del. Driscoll, Lever, Selby. 
Bartholdt, Edwards, Lewis, Pa. Shallenberger, 
Bellamy, Elliott, Littauer, Shattuc, 
Belmont, Emerson, Livingston, Shelden, 
Benton, Fletcher, Loudenslager, Sheppard, 
Blackburn, Fordney, McAndrews, Sherman, 


Smith, H. C. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 


Broussard, Gilbert, Mahon, Sperry, 

| Bull, Gill, Mahoney, Spight, 

| Burke, S. Dak. Gillet, N. Y. Maynard, Sutherland, 
Butler, Mo. Glenn, Miller, Talbert, 
Cannon, Gooch, Minor, Taylor, Ala. _ 
Cochran, Grow, Morris, Tompkins, N. ¥. 
Connell, Hall, Mudd, Tompkins, Ohio 
Conry Haugen, Mutchler, Trimble, 
Cooney, Heatwole, Neville, Wachter, 
Corliss, Henry, Miss. Newlands, Wadsworth, 
Creamer, Henry, Tex. Norton, Weeks, 
Crowley, Hitt, Parker, Wheeler, 
Curtis, Hughes, Pugsley, White, 
Dahle, Hull, Reeves, Wilson, 
Davey, La. Jackson, Kans. Reid, . Woods, 
Dayton, Jackson, Md. Robertson, La. Young. 
Deemer. Jett, Robinson, Nebr. 
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The following additional pairs were announced: 
For the session: 
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 


Mr. DayTON with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana. 


Until further notice: 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. 
Mr. Henry C. SmirH with Mr. Tay.Lor of Alabama, 


Until June 28: 
Mr. Joy with Mr. CocHRAN, 


Mr. Evans with Mr. Henry of Mississippi. 


For this day: 


Mr. MAHON with Mr. Davey of Louisiana, 
Mr. SPERRY with Mr. McLAIN. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. PuGs.Lrey. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. Jerr. 
Mr. Woops with Mr. MuTcHLer. 


Mr. FLETCHER with Mr. BELL. 
Mr. Bau of Delaware with Mr. NeEwLaNbs, 


Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. BELMONT. 
Mr. FoRDNEY with Mr. WHEELER, 
Mr. SUTHERLAND with Mr. GLENN. 
Mr. CANNON with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 


Mr. REEVES with Mr. Conry. 
Mr. Mupp with Mr. NEVILLE. 


Mr. DoVENER with Mr. WILSON. 


Mr. Minor with Mr. Goocu. 


Mr. Lewis of Pennsylvania with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 


Mr. Hirt with Mr. DINSMORE. 


Mr. DEEMER with Mr. Coonry. 
Mr. Curtis with Mr. CREAMER. 
Mr. Bascock with Mr. Norton. 
The result of the vote was announced, as above stated. 


The SPEAKER. The question is now on agreeing to the 
amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole House. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


third time, and it was accordingly read the third time. 


The SPEAKER. 


bill. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 


yeas and nays. 


The question is now on the passage of the | 


On that question I ask for the 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
vas taken; and there were—yeas 140, nays 97, | 
answered ‘* present ’’ 4, not voting 110; as follows: 


YEAS—140. 


The question 
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Adams, Davidson, Ketcham, Pearre, 
Alexander, Dick, Knapp, Perkins, 
Allen, Me. Douglas, Knox, Powers, Me. 
\plin, Draper, Kyle, Powers, Mass. 
Barney, Eddy, Lacey, Prince, 
ates, Esch. Landis, Ray, N. Y. 
Beidler, Foerderer, Lawrence, Reeder, 
Bingham, Foss, Lessler, Roberts, 
Bishop, Foster, Vt. Littlefield, Rumple, 
soutell, Fowler, Long, Schirm, 
wersock, Gardner, Mich. Loud, Scott, 
rick, Gardner,N.J. Lovering, Showalter, 
stow, Gibson, McCleary, Sibley, 
mwell, Gillett, Mass. McLachlan, Smith, Ml. 
own, Graff, Mahon, Smith, Iowa 
»whlow, Graham, Mamn, Smith, S. W. 
jurk, Pa. Greene, Mass. Marshall, Southard, 
Burke, S. Dak, Grosvenor, Martin, Southwick, 
Burleigh, Hamilton, Mercer, Steele, 
Burton, Hanbury, Metcalf, Stevens, Minn. 
Butler, Pa, Haskins, Miller, Stewart, N. J. 
Calderhead, Hedge, Mondell, Stewart, N. Y. 
Cannon, Hemenway, Moody, N.C. Storm, 
Capron, Henry, Conn. Moody, Oreg. Sulloway, 
Cassel, Hepburn, Morgan, Tawney, 
Conner, Hildebrant, Morrell, Tayler, Ohio 
Coombs., Hiil. Moss, Thomas, Iowa 
Cooper, Wis. Holliday, Needham, Tirrell, 
Cousins Hopkins, Nevin, Tongue, 
Cromer, Howell, Olmsted, Van Voorhis, 
Crumpacker, Irwin, Otjen, Vreeland, 
Currier, Jack, Overstreet, Wanger, 
Cushman, Jenkins, Palmer, Warner, 
Dalzell, Jones, Wash. Patterson, Pa. Warnock, 
Darragh, Kahn, Payne, Watson. 
NAYS—9. 
Adamson, Cowherd, Hooker, McCall, 
Allen, Ky. Davis, Fla. Howard, McClellan, 
Ball, Tex. De Armond, Johnson, McDermott, 
Bankhead, Dougherty, Jones, Va. McRae, 
Bartlett, Feely, Kehoe, Maddox, 
I Finley, Kern, Mickey, 
Fitzgerald, Kitchin, Claude Miers, Ind. 
Breaze Fleming, Kitchin, Wm. W. Moon, 
rundidge, Flood, Kleberg, a mer 
Burleson, Foster, Il. Ktuttz, Padgett, 
burnett, Fox, Lamb, Patterson, Tenn, 
Caldwell, Gaines, Tenn. Lanham, Pierce, 
Candler, Goldfogle, Lester, Pou, 
Cassingham, Gordon Lewis, Ga Randell, Tex. 
Clark Green, Pa. Lindsay, Ransdell, La. 
Clayton, Griffith, Little, Rhea, Va. 


Cooper, Tex, Hay, Lloyd, Richardson, Ala, 











Richardson, Tenn Slayden, Sulzer, Wiley, 
Rixey, Small, Swanson, Williams, Il. 
Robb, Smith, Ky. Tate, Williams, Miss. 
Robinson, Ind, Snodgrass, Thayer, Wooten, 
Rucker, Snook, Thomas, N. C. Zenor, 
Ryan, Sparkman, Thompson, 
Shafroth, Stark, Underwood, 
Sims, Stephens, Tex. Vandiver, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT”—4. 
Burkett, Evans, Shackleford, Skiles. 


NOT VOTING—110, 
Dinsmore, Lassiter, Scarborough, 
Dovener, Latimer, Selby, 
Driscoll, Lever, Shallenberger, 


Acheson, 
Babcock, 
Ball, Del. 


Bartholdt, Edwards, Lewis, Pa. Shattuc, 

Bell, Elliott, Littauer, Shelden, 
Bellamy, Emerson, Livingston, Sheppard, 
Belmont, Fletcher, Loudenslager, Sherman, 
Benton, Fordney, McAndrews, Smith, H. C. 
Blackburn, Gaines, W. Va. McCulloch, Smith, Wm. Aldes 
Blakeney, Gilbert, McLain, Sperry, 
Boreing, Gill, Mahoney, Spight, 
Broussard, Gillet, N. Y. Maynard, Sutherland, 
Bull, Glenn, Meyer, La. Talbert, 
Burgess, Gooch, Minor, Taylor, Ala. 
Butler, Mo, Griggs, Morris, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Cochran, Grow, Mudd. Tompkins, Ohio 
Connell, Hall, Mutchler, Trimble, 
Conry, Haugen, Neville, Wachter, 
Cooney, Heatwole. Newlan ds, Wadsworth, 
Corliss, Henry, Miss. Norton, Weeks, 
Creamer, Henry, Tex. Parker, Wheeler, 
Crowley, Hitt, Pugsley, White, 

Curtis, Hughes, Reeves, Wilson, 

Dahle, Hull, Reid, Wor ds, 

Davey, La. Jackson, Kans. Robertson, La. Wright, 
Dayton, Jackson, Md. Robinson, Nebr. Young. 

De Graffenreid, Jett, Ruppert, 

Deemer, Joy, Russell, 


So the bill was passed. 

The following pair was announced: 

For this vote: 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. Griaes. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 1456. An act granting a pension to William G. Miller; 

H. R. 14206. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Moore; 

H. R. 14042. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Edgington; 

H. R. 621. An act for the relief of Daniel Cherry; 

H. R. 8108. An act for the relief of John Hornick; 

H. R. 10279. An act to pay the claim of Stephen B. Halsey; 

H. R. 8769. An act for the relief of S. J. Bayard Schindel; 

H. R. 6031. An act authorizing the payment of part of the pen- 
sion of Ira Steward to Adell Augusta Steward; 

H. R. 12205. An act to provide for circuit and district courts of 
the United States at Valdosta, Ga.; 

H. R. 14208. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Murdock; 

H. R. 14802. An act for the purchase of real estate, for revenue 
and customs purposes, at Wilmington, N. C.; 

H. R. 6009. An act granting a pension to Absolum Maynard; 

H. R. 14656. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Scott; and 

H. R. 4170. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
P. Macloon. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
the fallowing titles: . 

S. 6270. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act making ap- 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,”’ 
approved June 13, 1902; 

S. 4284. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘Au act for the relief 
and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minne- 
sota,’’ approved January 14, 1889; 

S. 2848. An act for the establishment of a subport of entry at 
Naco, Ariz.; 

8. 3651. An act appropriating the sum of $3,000 a year for the 
support and maintenance of the permanent international commis- 
sion of the congresses of navigation. and for other purposes; and 

S. 5269. An act to provide a commission to secure plans and de- 
signs for a monument or memorial to the memory of Abraham 
Lincoln, late President of the United States. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 20f Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 2865. An act for the protection of fish and game in the In- 
dian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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the circulation of reading matter without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2699): which 














t romot 
he Committee on the Post-Office and Post- | 
f ie relief of Custis Parke Upsher—to mei 
he relief of the legal repli entatives of | 
. deceased—to the ( nittee « ms | 
tol the ( tk f l ain l and | 
the Department of Acricu i Com- | 
il 0 and ¢ . 
lief of Sure hn F. Bra rd, United 
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he District of Columbia to July 1, 1900, at | 
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f Mr. PAYNE (at 7 o’clock and 56 minuté 
until to-morrow at 12 o'clock noon. 
COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
R XIIT, bills and resolutions of the follow 
1 from committ , delivered to 
l 1C: rs th I 
LI] r ( imitt 1 the Jud I 
l se (H. R. 14275 } 
t nt of district 1dge for the w rm 
Sout] Ci and or other purpos re- 
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Dist Columbia in the mont 
other put lent to said encamy 
" amendments, accompanied by a re- 
d int resolution and report were | 
t i W hole House on the state of the 
R, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
bill of the House (H. R. 14764) to estab- | 
courts at Wilkesboro, N. C., reported the same 
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report were referred to the Committee of the 
state of the Union. 

TTHARD, from the Committee on Coinage, Weigh , 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H, R. ; 
to establish a branch mint of the United States at Omaha, in ¢] 


State of Nebraska, reported the same without amendment, acco) 


s 


Wi! 








panied by a r¢ rt (No, 270: whicl uid bill and report wi 
: rred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of + 
Un 
Mr. CLARK, from the Committee « Patents, to whic} 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12451) amending t] 
ut ela patents, relieving medical and dental pra 
el rol t burdk i ntees holdir 
coveri : e¢ human di 
ments, a isal ume with amendn 
compa repo! (No. 2702); which said bi and ) 
were referred to the House Calendar : 
M KINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
was r the bill of the House (H. R. 10300) confer 
isd mn the circuit and district courts for the di 
South Dakota in certain cases, and for other purposes, re] 
sam ithout a ndment, accompanied by a report (Ni 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Cal 














Under clause 2 Rule XIII, private bills and resolu 
following titles were severally reported from committ 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the W 
House, as follows: 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
Follows: 

By Mr. KLEBERG: A bill (H. R. 15270) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘An act authorizing the Aransas Harbor Terminal Railway 
Company to construct a bridge across the Corpus Christi Channel, 
known as the Morris and Cummings ship channel, in Aransas 
County, Tex.’’—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. FLETCHER (by request): A bill (H. R. 15271) relating 
to the payment of money from the United States Treasury to aid 
in the support of State Soldiers’ Homes—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 15272) to 
amend section 5382 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOON: A resolution (H. Res. 318) for the consider- 
ation of H. R. 12268—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. APLIN: A resolution (H. Res. 319) providing for the 
printing of the last issue of the House Calendar of the first ses- 
sion of the Fifty-seventh Congress as a House document—to the 
Committee on Printing. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 15269) to pay John Iredale 
for services as folder in April, 1901—to the Committee on Appro- 
yriations, 
By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 15273) granting an increase of 
pension to Garland Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15274) granting a pension to Josephine B. 
Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15275) granting a pension to Peter Berg—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 15276) for the 
relief of William N, Bilbo, jr., administrator—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 15277) granting a pension to 
Mary Schoonmaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSS: A bill (H. R. 15278) granting a pension to 
Francis Tate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: A bill (H. R. 15279) to amend the military 
record of Timothy W. Riley, alias John Henneny—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 15280) for 
the relief of the estate of R. B. Owen, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: A bill (H. R. 15281) granting a pension to 
Kate H. Morris—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 15282) granting a pension to Martha 
A. Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


sy Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 15283) for the relief of | 


George L. Adams—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 15284) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Robert A. Godsey—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 15285) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of William Morrison—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolutions of Buffalo Business Men’s 
Credit Council, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring a bill to authorize the 
Mather Power Company to construct experimental span in Ni- 

ra River at Buffalo, N. Y.—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolution of the fourth annual conven- 





tion of the Georgia Federation of Labor, favoring the passage of | 


par irosyenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the 
dudiciary, 

By Mr. BEIDLER: Petition of the American Committee on 
Human Rights and Justice, in relation to the administration of 
altairs in the Philippines, especially against the disregard of the 
Catholic faith and institutions of the people—to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs. 

Also, petition of The American Association of Nurserymen, of 
Rochester, N. Y., asking for the passage of House bill 10999—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: Petition of citizens of Chicago, for the 


f eae of a monument to Baron Steuben—to the Committee on 
the Library, 


XXXV——469 














By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania (by request): Petition of 
W. C. Kelly and others, of Chester, Pa., in favor of House bill 
178, for the reduction of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Paper to accompany House bill relat- 
ing to the claim of Isaac Dewitt—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of American Association of Nur- 
serymen, advocating the passage of House bill 10999, in favor of 
national quarantine of diseased and infected trees and plants— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, protest of American Committee on Human Rights and 
Justice, of Philadelphia, Pa., against alleged injustice to Catho- 
lics in the Philippines—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, protest of the Wine, Liquor, and Beer Dealers’ Associa- 
tion of the State of New York, against the passage of House bill 
14019, increasing the liquor license in the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Petition of citizens of the Ninth Con- 


| gressional district of New York, in favor of the passage of House 


bill 12203—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr.GORDON: Petition of Valley City Federal Union, No. 
8649, Sidney, Ohio, for more rigid restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of Carpenters and Joiners’ Union 
of Bridgeton, N. J., for increase of pay of letter carriers—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: Petition of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Tacoma, Wash., favoring the passage of House bill 
242, concerning the regulation of gasoline and other launches—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Green and Bentley Drug Com- 
pany, of Oskaloosa, Iowa, in favorof House bill 178, for the reduc- 
tion of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MANN: Petitions of South Park Drug Company, J. E. 
Grubb, and other retail druggists of Chicago, Ill., urging the re- 
duction of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the American Association of Nurserymen, of 
Rochester, N. Y., asking for the passage of House bill 10999—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Illinois National Guard and Naval Mili- 
tia Association, in favor of the passage of House bill 11654, to 
promote the efficiency of the militia—to the Committee on the 
Militia. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Protest of the Pure Oil Company of Pitts- 
burg, Pa., against the passage of the ship-subsidy bill—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of West Side Lodge, No. 320, International 
Association of Machinists, of New York, favoring the construc- 
tion of war vessels at the Government navy-yards—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of American Association of Nurserymen, advo- 
cating the passage of House bill 10999—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Electrical Workers’ Union No. 3, of New 
York, in favor of the proposed increase of pay of letter carriers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of Belden Post, No. 342, 
of Richford, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New 
York, favoring a bill to modify the pension laws—to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Wine, Liquor, and Beer Dealers’ 
Association of the State of New York, in opposition to the passage 
of House bill 14019, increasing the liquor license in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3y Mr. YOUNG: Petition of Smith, Kline & French Company, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., suggesting an investigation of the facts con- 
nected with the occupation of the Philippines—to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs. 

Also, protest of American Committee on Human Rights and 
Justice, of Philadelphia, Pa., against alleged injustice to Catho- 
lics in the Philippines—to the Committee on Insular Affairs 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, June v7, 1902. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the city of Washington. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. PritcHARD, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with, 
AMENDMENT OF DISTRICT CODE. 
Mr. PRITCHARD submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment. of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 498) to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to establish a code of law for the District of 
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Columbia” having met, after fulland free conference, have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 

In said amendment, page 1, line 8, strike out “four” and insert “six.” 

On page 2, strike out lines 7 to 15, inclusive, and in lieu thereof insert the fol- 
lowing: “And said Supreme Court shall from time to time divide the said dis- 
trict into subdistricts and prescribe the place in each subdistrict where the 
justice thereof shall have his office for the transaction of business, and may 
change the boundaries of such subdistricts and the localities of the offices of 
the justices therein from time to time as the volume and convenience of the 
business may require. No justice of the peace during his term of office shall 
engage in the practice of the law, subject to the penalty of removal from his 
office. When the number of such justices of the peace shall be reduced by 
death, resignation, or expiration of term of service, or otherwise, to six, the 
number of such justices of the peace shall be six only, and if the number 
shall not be reduced to six untif the expiration of the term of the present 
justices of the peace, only six vacancies shall then be filled.” 

On page 3, strike out line 1. 

On page 5, line 13, after ** President,” insert “by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate.” 

On page 14, line 19, strike out “drunkards” and insert ‘“‘any person.” 

On page 16, line 9, after “‘“compensation” insert ‘at the rate of $4,000 per 
annum,;”’ and in line 10, after the word “wills” add the following proviso: 
“And provided further, That the employees of said office shall not be in 
excess of the number actually necessary for the proper conduct of the office 
of said register of wills.” 

On page 32, line 25, strike out “ five” and insert “fifth.” 

On page 35, line 25, strike out “live” and insert “life.” 

On page 55 strike out lines 23, 24, and 25; and on page 57 strike out lines 1 
and 2. and in lieu thereof insert the following: 

“Sec. 1073a. Whenever the court shall be satisfied that the party produ- 
cing a witness has been taken by surprise by the testimony of such witness, 
such party may, in the discretion of the court, be allowed to prove, for the 
potposs only of affecting the credibility of the witness, that the witness has 
made tosuch party or to his attorney statements substantially variant from 
his sworn testimony about material facts in the cause, but before such.” 

( = page 61, line 1, strike out “such person or corporation” and insert “the 
creditor.” 

On page 64, line 1, strike out “four” and insert “five. 


” 


On page 64, line 15. after “‘court,” insert “holding an equity term;” and | 


in line 18, after the word “infant,” add **The court shall have power, in its 
discretion, to grant the prayer of such petition.” 
On page 68, line 10, strike out “line 3” and insert “lines 2 and 3.” 
And the House agree to the same. 
J.C. PRITCHARD, 
W. P. DILLINGHAM, 
THOMAS 8. MARTIN, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 


JOHN J. JENKINS, 

SAMUEL W.SMITH, 

W.S. COWHERD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTORY. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, etc., That there be printed, and bound in cloth, 3,000 copies of a 
Congressional Directory which embraces the biographies of all members of 


Congress ftom the Continental Congress to the Fifty-seventh Congress, in- | 


clusive, compiled by O. M. Enyart, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives and 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate. 


DAUGHTERS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- | 


munication from the acting secretary of the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion, transmitting the fourth annual report of the National So- 
ciety of the Daughters of the American Revolution; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKENNEeEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
passed, each with an amendment, the following bills; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the administration 
of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and 
for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 4450) confirming in the State of South Dakota title to 
a section of land heretofore granted to said State. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 13674) amendatory of sections 3339 and 3341 of 


the Revised Statutes of the United States relative to the internal- | 
| ments with the Dominion of Canada; which were referred to the 


revenue tax on fermented liquors: 
A bill (H. R. 14801) to make Wilmington, N. C.,a port through 


which merchandise may be imported for transportation without | ) 
| praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the interna’ 


appraisement; 
A bill (H. R. 15003) to authorize the construction of a bridge 


by the New York, Chicago and St. Louis Railroad Company and | 
the Chicago and Erie Railroad Company across the Calumet | 


River at or near the city of Hammond, Ind., at a point about 
1,200 feet east of the Indiana and Illinois State line, and about 
100 feet east of the location of the present bridge of the New 
York, Chicago and St. Louis Railroad Company across said river; 
also to authorize the construction of a bridge by the Chicago and 
State Line Railroad Company across said river at the point where 
said company’s railroad crosses said river in Hyde Park Town- 


| 


ship, Chicago, Ill., being at the location of the present bridge of 


| said company across said river in said township; and 








A bill (H. R. 15140) providing that the circuit court of appeals 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States shall hold at least 
one term of said court in the city of Fort Worth, in the Stato of 
Texas, on the first Monday in November in each year. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: F 

A bill (S. 2848) for the establishment of a subport of entry at 
Naco, Ariz.; , 

A bill (S. 3651) appropriating the sum of $3.000 a year for the 
support and maintenance of the Permanent International Commis- 
sion of the Congress of Navigation, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 4284) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief 
and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minne- 
sota,’’ approved January 14, 1889; 

A bill (S. 5269) to provide a commission to secure plans and 
designs for a monument or memorial to the memory of Abraham 
Lincoln, late President of the United States; 

A bill (S. 6270) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act making ap- 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,”’ 
approved June 13, 1902; 

A bill (H. R. 621) for the relief of Daniel Cherry; 

A bill (H. R. 1456) granting a pension to William G. Miller: 

A bill (H. R. 4170) granting an increase of pension to Henry P. 
Macloon; 

A bill (H. R. 6009) granting a pension to Absolum Maynard: 

A bill (H. R. 6031) authorizing the payment of part of the pen- 
sion of Ira Steward to Adell Augusta Steward; 

A bill (H. R. 8108) for the relief of John Hornick; 

A bill (H. R. 8769) for the relief of S. J. Bayard Schindel; 

A bill (H. R. 10279) to pay the claim of Stephen B. Halsey; 

A bill (H. R. 12205) to provide for circuit and district courts 
of the United States at Valdosta, Ga.; 

A bill (H. R. 14042) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Edgington; 

A bill (H. R. 14206) granting a pension to Mary J. Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 14208) granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Murdock; 

A bill (H. R. 14656) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Scott; and 

A bill (H. R. 14802) for the purchase of real estate for revenue 
and customs purposes at Wilmington, N. C. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


Mr. LODGE. I ask that Senate bill 2295, just returned from 
the House, may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the administration of the 
affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. I move thatthe Senate nonconcur in the amend- 
ment of the House and ask for a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
LopGe, Mr. ALLIson, and Mr. CULBERSON were appointed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. QUAY. I present a petition of 152 citizens and residents 
of the Cherokee Nation, praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. 
5956) providing for the allotment of lands of the Cherokee Na- 


| tion, and for other purposes; which is the order of business for 


| 





to-day. I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY presented resolutions of the Board of Trade of Sa- 
yannah, Ga., favoring the ratification of reciprocal trade agree- 


Committee on Relations with Canada. 
Mr. FORAKER presented petitions of 402 citizens of Ohio, 


revenue law relative to the tax on distilled spirits; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. s 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Oberlin, Ohio, praying for the enactment of 4 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referr d 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. s ‘ 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 
173, of Zanesville, Ohio, remonstrating against any reduction ot 
the duty on tobacco imported from Cuba; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, 
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He also presented petitions of the Pattern Makers’ Association | 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto the 


of Dayton; of Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 250, of Massillon; of | seal of the State of Oregon. 


Lodge No. 203, International Association of Machinists, of Akron; 
of Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 143, of Mount Vernon; of the | 
Central Labor Union of Ashtabula; of Lodge No. 453, Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists, of Mansfield, and of Lodge No. 
200, International Association of Machinists, of Youngstown, all 
in the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called eight- 
hour bill; which were referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Encampment No. 41, Union Vet- 
eran Legion, of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the passage of a per 
diem service pension bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Society of | 
Christian Endeavor, of Greenwich, Ohio, praying for the adop- | 
tion of certain amendments to the so-called anticanteen law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions of 100 members of the Baptist 
Church of Burlington, Ohio, favoring the enactment of legisla- 
tion to make effective the provisions of the Constitution having 
reference to the disfranchisement of citizens; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MASON presented resolutions adopted by the Illinois Na- 
tional Guard and Naval Militia Association, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to promote the efficiency of the militia; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Retail Clerks’ Local Union No. 
45, of Streator, and of Retail Clerks’ Local Union No. 493, of 
Decatur, in the State of Dlinois, praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of Stone City Lodge, No. 124; of 
Unity Lodge, No. 134, of Chicago, and of Batavia Lodge, No. 213, 
of Batavia, all of the International Association of Machinists, in 
the State of Illinois; and of Hopedale Lodge, No. 48, International 
Association of Machinists, of Milford, Mass., praying for the 
passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Unions of Kewanee and Lake County; of the Ministerial 
Union of Dixon, Tll., and of the Rev. Wilbur F. Crafts, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors at immigrant stations; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 


LEWIS AND CLARKE DISCOVERY CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION, 


Mr. MITCHELL. I hold in my hand a memorial of the legis- 
lature of my State. I ask that it may be read at length, and then 
I shall ask consent of the Senate that I may occupy not to exceed 
ten minutes in submitting some remarks in support thereof. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial of the legisla- 
ture of Oregon, presented by the Senator from Oregon, will be 
read, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

House concurrent resolution No. 22. 

Whereas the State of Oregon and the people of the city of Portland and of 
the Pacific Northwest States have provided the means for holding a centen- 
nial exposition in honor of the Lewis and Clarke expedition to the Pacific 
coast in the oy of Portland during the year 1905; and 

Whereas it is believed that the holding of such an exposition will be of 
greal material benefit to the 
General Government of the 
Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That Congress be, and they are hereby, requested to makea suit- | 
able appropriation for a national exhibit at said fair, and also that proper 
acts be passed and proper resolutions be presented to the oriental countries 
and to other foreign governments and the Dominion of Canada, requesting 
them to make industrial exhibits at said fair. Be it 

Further resolved, That our Senators and Members of Congress be, and they | 
are hereby, requested to use every effort in their power to secure the proper | 
legislation by Congress to carry out the spirit and intent of this resolution. 

Adopted by the house February 21, 1901. 

L. B. REEDER, 


Speaker of the House, 


C. W. FULTON, 
President of the Senate. 


T. T. GEER, Governor. 


| 


people of the Pacific Northwest and to the 
United States and of all oriental countries: 


Concurred in by the senate February 21, 1901. 


Approved February 25, 1901. 


{Indorsed.] 


, House concurrent resolution No. 22, A. C. Jennings, chief clerk. Executive 
Cepartment, State of Oregon, received February 23, 1901. Filed February 26, 
1001, F. I, Dunbar, secretary of State. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
STATE OF OREGON, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Salem, Oreg., March 11, 1901. 


., 1, F. I. Dunbar, do hereby certify that_I am the secretary of state of the 
State of Oregon, and cus' n of the seal of said State; that the foregoing 
transcript of house concurrent resolution No. 22 of the twenty-first legisla- 
‘ive assembly of the State of Oregon, filed in the office of the secretary of 
state February 26, 1901, has been by me compared with the original copy of 
the said house concurrent resolution No. 22, now on file in this office, and 


that it is a trueand correct transcript thereof, and the whole of said original 
house concurrent resolution No. 22. 








Done at the capitol, at Salem, Oreg., this llth day of March, A. D. 1901. 
[SEAL. ] F. I. DUNBAR, 


Secretary of State. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I beg the indulgence of the 


| Senate for a few moments while I submit a remark in support of 


the legislative memorial just read. 
Mr. President, the page of historic military adventure and dis- 
covery, either ancient or modern, fails to record a parallel in all 


| that is implied in daring, persevering, successful effort, brilliant 


accomplishment, and pregnant with such tremendous possibili- 


| ties, in the face of unparalleled obstacles and discouraging sur- 


roundings, comparable with the military expedition of Lewis and 


| Clark across the wilderness of the North American continent in 


1804 and 1805. 

They were the heroic and persistent vanguard in geographic 
discovery, exploration, and physical development who blazed the 
pathway of advancing physical, industrial, and moral civilization, 


| the grandest of this or that of any other age, and which now, in 


all its splendor and expanding glory, attracts the attention and 
commands the bewildering admiration of the whole civilized 
world.: 

The names of Meriwether Lewis and William Clark are insep- 
arably connected with the military and political history, and the 
growth and development of American civilization, while their 


| names lead in the great column of names that have become im- 


mortal in all ages through grand military and individual geo 
graphic achievement. 

The historic page which records the unfolding, development, 
and upbuilding of all nations since the beginning of time is 
marked at intervals with events which stand as milestones in their 
national life and which are worthy of commemoration—events 
which open wide the door of possibilities, immeasurable in char- 
acter and value, incomparable in importance in their relation 
to the advancement of spiritual inspiration, or the promotion 
of the principles of human liberty, or of representative govern- 
ment, or of scientific attainment, or geographic discovery and 
exploration, or, as is sometimes the case, which mark the begin- 
ning of an epoch involving most and at times all of these, and 
which lead on to a new, a,better, and more exalted civilization 
than that of any which has preceded it—such as the birth of the 
Saviour, the advent of the Christian religion, the invention of 


| thetelescope by Galileo, the discovery of America by Columbus, the 


landing of the Pilgrims, the Declaration of American Independ- 
ence, the Louisiana purchase, and last, but not least, the military 
expedition of Lewis and Clark. All these and many more that 
might be cited have from the dates of their respective occurrence 


| in the past nineteen hundred years been deemed worthy by all civ- 


ilized people of being kept alive by appropriate commemorating 


| ceremonies. 


The wisdom, the remarkable prescience, of Jefferson which led 
him to negotiate with the great Napoleon for the Louisiana pur- 
chase, and which about the’same time inspired him to commis- 
sion Lewis and Clarke to enter upon the great military expedition 
of geographic exploration and scientific discovery across the then 


| trackless American continent, have of themselves rendered his 


name immortal. But why should the names of the men whose 
military genius, whose remarkable hardihood and untiring per- 


| severance, whose scientific attainment, whose unyielding courage 


in the face of tremendous obstacles, seemingly insurmountable, 


| enabled them to so successfully execute the commission imposed 
| upon them by President Jefferson, be permitted to fade on the great 


scroll of American immortals? Why should the passing genera- 


| tions be permitted to forget the grandest achievement in the lines 
| of military and scientific exploration upon the part of two heroic 


members of the American Army ever recorded by historic pen? 
Why should not the millions of our people now living in peace, 


| in prosperity, and many of them in affluence, between the Missouri 


and the Pacific coast, and reaping the fruits of agriculture, of 
mining, of grazing, of forestry, of trade, of commerce, and of all 
the varied industries of a civilization unparalleled by any people 
in any nation, enjoying the protection of a beneficent government 
of law and order, and a system of jurisprudence unparalleled by 
that of any people—why should not they, in an appropriate man- 
ner, by an exhibition of their products, testify their appreciation 
of the men who laid the corner stones of all this magnificent 


| beneficence? Why should we, asa nation, hesitate to join insome 
| proper manner in appropriately commemorating an event in our 
| nation’s history that marks the beginning of an era of that his- 


tory, so pregnant not only with realized benefits, but so full of 
future possibilities; one that stands as the initiatory in an epoch 
in the development and exaltation of American civilization? And 
why should we as a nation, and why should we as a people, irre- 
spective of party, regardless of sectional lines, fail to aid in a 
proper manner an appropriate industrial and commercial exposi- 
tion, in commemorating the names and memories of the men who 
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blazed the pathway that has enabled us to mount these towering 
heights as a nation and as a people? 


And in what manner can the one hundredth anniversary of the | 
| Mr. President. 


passing of the continent by Lewis and Clarke in 1804—5 be so ap- 
propriately and conspicuously commemorated, and their names 
be thus kept forever bright in the world’s biographical lexi- 
con of immortal names, and on history’s enduring page as by a 
grand industrial exposition of the varied products of that sec- 
tion of our common country to which their memorable expedition 
opened an entrance for the builders of physical and moral empire 
and for the founders of States? 

The purpose of my remarks at this time is to attract the atten- 
tion not only of the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States, but the whole country, to the the fact that it is the 
settled determination of the people of the great West and of the 
grand Pacific Northwest, as individuals and as States, to join 


no objection. I should like very much to have it passed now, in 
order that it may go to the House. 
Mr. MORGAN, I think the bill ought to go on the Calendar, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
objects. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2429) to provide for the payment of overtime 
claims of letter carriers excluded from judgment as barred by 


| limitation, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 


thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, reported a joint resolution 
(S. R. 126) to provide for the printing of a digest of the decisions 


| of the Court of Claims, together with the rules of practice of and 


hands in commemorating the centennial anniversary of the | 


achievements of Lewis and Clarke by holding a grand industrial 
exposition at Portland, Oreg.. in the year 1905. And in this con- 
nection [ am pleased to be able to state that indeed great and sat- 
isfactory progress has already been made in this direction. 

Many months ago a corporation for this purpose was organized 
by many of the leading, influential business men of Oregon, ma- 
terially aided by prominent business men of the States of Wash- 
ington.and Idaho, having for its purpose the promotion of this 
enterprise. 
is Hon. H. W. Corbett, former Senator from that State in this 
body, one of the wealthiest and most enterprising business men 
of the Pacific coast, and he has already contributed largely of his 
means and is untiring in his efforts in promoting the cause. Al- 
ready more than $350,000 in cash have been raised in support of 
the enterprise. The legislature of the State of Oregon, nearly 
eighteen months ago, spoke out boldly and emphatically in favor 
of the great purpose, as is indicated by the legislative memorial 
just read. The people not only of Oregon but of all the Pacific 
coast States are enthusiastic in its favor. The press of the Pa- 
cific coast, irrespective of party, without a single exception, is 
earnest, cordial, and enthusiastic; our public men are a unit, but 
not less enthusiastic are the people generally of all classes. 

It is not our purpose to have in magnitude a Chicago, a Paris, 
or a St. Louis exposition, but it is our purpose and our firm de- 
termination to have an industrial exposition on a scale while 
somewhat less in pretentions than those, yet one which will, by 
the magnitude and character of our varied products, command 
the admiration of all who visit it. We propose to present for 
the inspection of the people,not only of our own country, but 
these of foreign countries as well, the varied products of our 
great Pacific Northwest, which we are sure will elicit not only 
their astonishment, but their admiration and respect. 

Not now, Mr. President, but at the next session of this Con- 
gress I shall ask, with the confident expectation that it will be 
surely granted. some proper Congressional recognition of this 
proposed exposition, and thus recognized and aided, at least by 
the smiles and approbation of Congress, we shall hope to have 
an exposition which will appropriately commemorate the great 
military and scientific exploration of Lewis and Clarke in 1804 and 
i805. I shall do this notwithstanding the statement yesterday 
of the distinguished Senator from Maine that ‘‘ we ought not 
again in a generation take any part whatever in any of these ex- 
positions,’’ and in which, after referring to the expositions at 
Buffalo and Charleston, he further said: ‘‘As I have said, I hope 
the fate of these two will deter subsequent enterprises of this 
kind.’”’ I am sure the great, patriotic heart of the Senator from 
Maine will not hesitate when the time comes, and the matter is 
presented in its true light, and when the demand upon the Con- 
gress will be in all respects reasonable and modest, to make this 
one exception, and that we will find him, a distinguished leader 


the statutes relating to that court; which was read twice by its 

title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. ‘ 
Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 

ferred the bill (8. 339) for the relief of Noah Dillard, reported it 


| with amendments. and submitted a report thereon. 


At the head of this corporation and as its president | 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2488) for the relief of P. 8. Corbett, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 367) for the relief of Angus A. McPhee; and 

A bill (S. 5272) for the relief of Darwin S. Hall. 

Mr. PENROSE, from the Committee on Immigration. submit- 
ted a report to accompany the bill (H. R. 12199) to regulate the 
immigration of aliens into the United States, heretofore reported 
by him. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 14883) to validate certain acts of the 
legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico with refer- 
ence to the issuance of certain bonds, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, submitted a report to ac- 
company the bill (8. 5422) authorizing the county of Maricopa, 


| of the Territory of Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction 


of reservoirs and dams for water storage and other purposes, 


| heretofore reported by him. 


Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 340) to ratify and confirm an 
agreement with the Turtle Mountain band of Chippewa Indians 
in the State of North Dakota, and to make appropriations for car- 
rying the same into effect, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, © 


| whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11656) to incorporate The So- 


ciety of the Army of Santiago de Cuba, reported it without amend- 
ment, 
MONUMENT TO PRISON-SHIP MARTYRS. 


Mr. WETMORE. Iam directed by the Committee on the Li- 
brary, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) 


| in relation to monument to prison-ship martyrs at Fort Greene, 


| compelled to object. 


| and insert ‘‘a;”’ 


of the Senate and of the Committee on Appropriations, cooperat- | 
ing with the people and the States of the great Pacific Northwest | 


in bringing to a successful conclusion a modest industrial expo- 
sition, commemorative of the great geographical and scientific 
achievements of Lewis and Clarke, and which has done so much 
to open the doors to a great future for so many of the citizens of 
this country,many of whom come from the New England States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial presented by 
the Senator from Oregon will be referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on Industrial Expositions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BARD. Iam directed by the Committee on Fisheries, to 


whom was referred the bill (S. 6286) prohibiting the killing or 
taking of seals, porpoises, whales, or marine animals, or fish of 
any kind in the waters of the United States by means of explosive 
materials, to report it favorably without amendment, and to sub- 
mit a report thereon. 

Mr. HALE. That is a very important bill, to which there is 


Brooklyn, N. Y., to report it favorably with amendments, and I 
ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

Mr. QUAY. I will not object to the consideration of the joint 
resolution if it is not likely to provoke debate. If it is, I shall be 
I desire to proceed with the regular order. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and by unanimous con- 
sent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. 

The amendments of the Committee on the Library were, on 
page 1, line 6, before the word ‘‘ monument,’’ to strike out “ said”’ 
in line 7, after the words ‘* New York,”’ to insert 
‘*to the memory of the soldiers and sailors of the Colonial forces 
in the war of the Revolution who perished upon the English prison 
ships in New York Harbor;”’ and in line 10, at the beginning o! 
the line, to strike out the words ‘“‘as aforesaid,’’ and insert ** by 
the State of New York and municipality of New York;”’ so as to 
make the joint resolution read: 

Resolved, etc., That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $100,000 as a part contribu- 
tion to the erection of a monument in Fort Greene Park, in the borough o! 
Brooklyn, city and State of New York, to the memory of the soldiers and 
sailors of the colonial forces in the war of the Revolution who perished upon 
the English prison ships in New York Harbor: Provided, however, That said 


yi 1)- 
4} 


sum shall not be payable until there has been raised, by private subscr 
tion and by public appropriations by the State of New Yorkand the mu! 


| cipality of New York, sums aggregating anadditional $100,000: And provided 


Surther, That said moneys shall not be paid for the erection of a monument, 
plans for which shall not have been approved by the Secretary_of War ot 
the United States and the governor of the State of New York and mayor of 
the city of New York; and the said moneys shall be expended under the 


| joint supervision of the said Secretary and said governor and said mayor. 


The amendments were agreed to, 
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The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESS ON PRESIDENT M’KINLEY. 


Mr. KEAN. From the joint special committee on memorial 
exercises in memory of the late President McKinley i report a 
joint resolution, and ask for its present consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 124) to provide for the printing of the 
memorial address on the life and character of William McKinley, 
late President of the United States, by the Hon. John Hay, before 
the two Houses of Congress, was read the first time by its title 
and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That there be printed 100,000 copies of the 
memorial address on the life and character of William McKinley, late Presi- 
dent of the United States, delivered by the Hon. John Hay before the two 
Houses of Congress, with the proceedings on that occasion, of which 33,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 64,000 copies shall be for the use of 
the House of Representatives, 1,500 copies shall be for the use of the Depart- 
ment of State, 750 copies shall be for the use of Mrs. Ida 8. McKinley, and 750 
copies shall be for the use of the Hon. John Hay; and the Secretary of the 
Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to have | ae to accompany the 
same the memorial card prepared by the Bureau of Printing and Engraving. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pre- 
sent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
MONTGOMERY PATTON AND OTHERS. 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, reported the 
following resolution; which was considered “by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to. 
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NEW MEXICO, OKLAHOMA, AND ARIZONA. 
Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 


tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- 


tion submitted by Mr. BEVERIDGE on the 25th instant, reported 
it without amendment; and the resolution was considered by 
unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

_ Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be, and it hereby is, author- 
ized to sit during the recess of the Senate, at such times and places as it may 
desire, for the paxpene of considering bills for the admission of the Territories 
of New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Arizona to statehood, and to send for persons 
and papers, take testimony, and employ a stenographer, and that the expenses 
incurred shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers 
to be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 6293) granting an increase 
of pension to David Whitney; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 6294) granting an increase 
of pension to Peter O. Benham; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 6295) directing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to impose additional countervailing duties 
on foreign sugars to meet the so-called ‘‘ cartel’’ bounties; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 6296) for the relief of William 
M. Loughlin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 6297) providing that the cir- 


| cuit court of appeals of the fifth judicial circuit of the United 
| States shall hold at least one term of said court annually in the 
| city of Montgomery, in the State of Alabama, on the first Mon- 


Resolved, That the claims represented by the following bills, to wit: (S.54) | 


for the relief of Montgomery Patton; (S. 86) for the relief of J. Viosca; (5. 863) 
for the relief of John F. Kranz; (8.1130) forthe relief of the heirs of William 
Hi. DeGroot; (S. 1587) for the relief of the estate of William Crutchfield, de- 
ceased; (8. 1588) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to try, adju- 
dicate, and determine the claim of Bvt. Capt. (Second Lieut.) James Davi- 
United States Army, retired; (S. 1813) for the relief of William H. 
Brown; (S. 2528) to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to adjudi- 
» the claim of Augustine Meaher and Daniel J. McDonald as asministra- 
tors of the estates of James M. and Timothy Meaher, and to remove the bar 
of the statute of limitations therefrom; (S. 2680) for the relief of the estate of 
Louis Friedman; (S. 2847) for the relief of John Schierling, administrator de 
bonis non of the estate of Gallus Kerchner, deceased; (S. 2049) for the relief 
of Jackson Foster; (8. 1853) for the relief of Elizabeth Thomas; (S. 3419) for 
the relief of customs inspectors; (8. 8511) for the relief of Wynona A. Dixon; 
S. 3749) for the relief of Henry M. Smith; (S. 3925) for the relief of the At- 
lantic Works, of Boston, Mass.; (S. 3048) for the relief of the estate of E. R. 
Gordon, deceased; (8. 3807) for the relief of Mary F. B. Grice; (8. 4902) for 
the relief of John H. Baker; (S. 5222) for the relief of M. 'T. Swick; (S. 5322) 
for the relief of Mary A. Shaw; (S. 5947) for the relief of Elias J. Riley, admin- 
istrator of John Riley, deceased; a= for the relief of the heirs of William 
A. White, deceased: (S. 4817) for the relief of John M. Lea; (S. 4753) for the 
relief of Ellen O. Thomas, administratrix, and (S. 5126) for the relief of 
William O. Saville, now pending in the Senate, together with all the ac- 
companying papers, be, and the same are hereby, referred to the Court of 
Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled “‘An act to provide 
for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,” ap- 
proved March 38, 1887. And the said court shall proceed with the same in 
a with So provisions of such act, and report to the Senate in ac 
cordance therewith. 


day in September in each year; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 6298) to amend section 
2743 of the Revised Statutes of the United States concerning the 
examination of drugs; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee oy Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6299) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John M. Thomas; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 68300) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Brice S. Ramsey; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also iutroduced a bill (S. 6301) authorizing the transmission 
of postal money orders by wire; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 125) providing 
for the appointment of a commission to report a plan fora me- 
morial in honor of the heroes of the Revolutionary war; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 


| Library. 


\lso that the claims represented by the following bills, to wit: (S. 767) for | 
relief of the estate of Valerie Breaux, deceased; (8S. 800) for the relief of | 


tephen E. Beauchamp; (8S. 846) for the relief of the estate of William P. 


t 

Williamson, deceased; (8. 3441) for the relief of Remy Bagary; (8. 4116) for | 

the relief of estate of Nicholas White, deceased; (S. 4155) for the relief of the 
ite of Louisa Breaux, deceased; (S. 6181) for the relief of Matilda M. 


irex, administratrix of the estate of Daniel Fairex, deceased; (S. 1121) for 


} a 
the relief of the estate of Henry Von Balsan, deceased; (S. 1124) forthe relief | 


Mrs. M. W. G. Smethurst, sole heir of Laura M. Gibbs, deceased; (S. 4691) 
ir the relief of John I. Rowland; (8. 4685) for the relief of John Wilson; and 
(S. 5192) for the relief of the estates of John Nelson, deceased; A. J. Donel- 
son, deceased; Sarah Donelson, deceased; and for the relief of the distribu- 
sand pores representatives of said decedents now pending in the Sen- 
ate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same are hereby, 
rred to the Court of Claims, in pursuan:e of the provisions of an act en- 
tled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government 
the United States,” approved March 8, 1887. And the said court shall pro- 
ed with the same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and report 
) the Senate in accordance therewith. 


LIEUT. JOSEPH M. SIMMS. 
Mr. MARTIN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 83860) for the promotion of First 
_ ut. Joseph M. Simms, Revenue-Cutter Service, having met, after full and 


scooctH# 


ce conference have agreed 
¢ctive Houses as follows: 
(hat the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


House, and agree to the same. 
WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
THOMAS 8. MARTIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
WILLIAM P. HEPBURN, 
J.8. SHERMAN, 
W. C. ADAMSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to, 


recommend to their re- | 7 coat 
Lis sae ones iene | sent by the Postmaster-General. I offered a resolution, which 





| authorized under such regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of 


PNEUMATIC TUBES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. MASON. I introduce a joint resolution, and ask unani- 
mous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 128) providing for the laying of pneu- 
matic tubes in the District of Columbia was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That authority is hereby given to any per- 
son, persons, or corporation who may hereafter obtain a contract with the 
Government for supplying pneumatic-tube mail service to enter the Capitol 
and the grounds thereof with lines of pneumatic tubes, connecting the Capi- 
tol and the several departments of the Government, the Government Print- 
ing Office, and the city post-office and the postal stations. 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized and 
directed to permit any person, persons, or corporation having a contract 
with the Government, as aforesaid, to open the streets or alleys necessary to 


| lay such pneumatic tubes. 


The right to lay said pneumatic tubes in the public reservations is hereby 


a 


War. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The joint resolution ought to go either to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia or the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MASON. It is in the exact language of a joint resolution 


was referred to the Commitee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 


and sent it to the Post-Office Department for the opinion of the 
| Postmaster-General, and I have just introduced the joint resolu- 


| 


| 





tion which was prepared by the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not talking about the authorship of the 
joint resolution. It ought to be considered by some standing 
committee, and I ask that it be referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 
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Mr. MASON. I think if it is to be referred at all, it should 
go tothe Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, where the 
pneumatic-tube question has been considered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This is not a question of post-offices. The 


joint resolution ought to go either to the Committee on the Dis- | 


trict of Columbia or to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. certainly to one or the other. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Rhode Island 
objects to the present consideration of the joint resolution. What 
is the motion of the Senator? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that it be referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. I think that is the proper committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
land moves that the joint resolution be referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MASON. I move to amend the motion by moving that it 
be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not amendable 
except to add instructions. The question is on the motion to 
refer the joint resolution to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. MASON. 
question. 
under consideration a resolution, and this is offered as a substi- 
tute forit. I see no specially good reason for taking it away from 
the Post-Office Committee. 


I want to have the yeas and nays taken on that 


and authorizing the Post-Office Department to make contracts for 
the District of Columbia. This matter has been to the Commis- 
sioners’ office, as I understand it, and it has been to the Postmaster- 
General, 2nd the Postmaster-General recommends this resolution. 
It is all to be under the direction of the Commissioners. It only 
authorizes them, provided the Postmaster-General requests it, to 


The Senator from Rhode Is- | 
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sufficient bond to insure the return of such plans, drawings, and photographs 
in good order: And provided further, That no expense shall be incurred by 
the Government under the operation of this resolution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, manifestly the joint reso- 
lution ought to go to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and I move its reference to that committee. 

Mr. CLAPP. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 


| New Hampshire to the fact that this has been submitted to the 


chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, and his 
letter is attached to the joint resolution, approving its passage. 
It has also been submitted to the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. It is desirable, if possible, to 
have the joint resolution passed at this time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say in response to the Senator that 


| if the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia has 


approved it that is satisfactory to me. 
Mr. CLAPP. His letter is at the desk and can be read to the 


| Senate. 


The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads had | 


We have already passed a bill com- | 
mitting the Government to the use of the pneumatic-tube system | 


Mr. GALLINGER. I withdraw my motion, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres. 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the letter be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, D. C., June 7, 1902 


My Dear Sir: Inclosed I return the papers which you handed to me in 
regard to the desire of the American League of Civic Improvement to exhibit 


| the plans of the Park Commission at its annual convention in St. Paul during 


enter into contract, under such directions as the Secretary of War | 


may prescribe. 
of the committees named. 


I can see no reason for referring it to either one | 


Mr. ALDRICH. The joint resolution proposes to authorize | 


the introduction into the Capitol building and various other 
buildings in the District of Columbia of the pneumatic-tube serv- 
ice. It has nothing whatever to do with the Post-Office Depart- 
ment orthe Post-Office Committee. Werefer all questions relating 
to telegraphs, telephones, and all other public service within the 
District to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and it 
seems to me, without endeavoring to infringe upon the rights of 
the Post-Office Committee, that the joint resolution clearly ought 
to go to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the motion made by the 
Senator from Rhode Island the Senator from Illinois demands the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, one word. The only object in 
asking for the immediate consideration of the joint resolution is 
because the Postmaster-General is authorized now to make con- 
tracts for this service, 2nd to send the matter to any other com- 
mittee simply means that it will be delayed at least for another 
year, so far as Washington and the District of Columbia are con- 
cerned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mand for the yeas and nays? 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. MASON. I will withdraw the joint resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That can only be done by unanimous consent, 
but I will not object to the withdrawal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; the yeas and nays have 
not been ordered. The joint resolution can be withdrawn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not object to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois 
withdraws the joint resolution. 

Mr. MASON subsequently introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
128) providing for the laying of pneumatic tubes in the District 
of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

PARK IMPROVEMENTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. CLAPP. I introduce a joint resolution and ask unanimous 
consent for its immediate consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 127) authorizing the loan of plans 
and drawings of park improvements of the District of Columbia 
was read the first time by its title and the second time at length, 
as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
Anerica in Congress assembled, That Charles Zueblin, of Cia. Tl., presi- 
dent of the American League for Civic Improvement, be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to remove from the Library of Congress such of the plans, draw- 


ings, and photographs prepared in connection with the improvement of the 
park system of the District of Columbia as may be specified by the Superin- 


Is there a second to the de- 


tendent of the said Library, and_to exhibit the same, under the auspices of 
the American League for Civic Improvement, at St. Paul, Minn., and other 
cities in the United States: Provided, That the said Charles Zueblin shall, 
before the removal of such plans, drawings, and photographs, enter intoa 


mittee. 


September next. In reply I would say that the plans belong to Congress, and 
it will require a special act in order to permit them to leave Washington. | 
inclose a draft of a joint resolution providing for such permission, and if you 
te seems its passage in the House I shall be pleased to look after it in ‘tho 
senate. 

Some time ago the Senate passed a concurrent resolution to provide for 
the publication of the report of the Commission for distribution by members 
of Congress, but thus far the House has not acted upon it. 


ery truly, yours, 
JAMES McMILLAN. 

Hon. F. C. STEVENS, 

House of Representatives. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish that the joint resolution 
might be read again. I think perhaps it was not understood. 

The joint resolution was again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to ask the Senator from Minnesota 
a single question. I notice that this gentleman, whoever he is, 
wants to exhibit this plan in St. Paul and other cities of the 
United States. What is his purpose? Is it for gain? 

Mr. CLAPP. No; it is so that the people of this country who 
can not come to Washington may have some idea of the proposed 
plan of improvement of this city. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is purely educational? 

Mr. CLAPP. Itis purely educational. I have no objection to 
inserting the words ‘‘ the city of New York and other cities.”’ | 
simply named one city. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is all right. 
to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. MONEY. Iask that it may be again read. 

The joint resolution was again read. 

Mr. MONEY. I wish to ask if it was reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Library? , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi 
inquires of the Senator from Minnesota whether the joint resolu- 
tion is reported from any committee. 

Mr. CLAPP. No, sir; the joint resolution was drawn by the 
chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia. I did 
not think that it was necessary to have it referred to his com- 


I have no objection 


Mr. MONEY. It seems to me that a joint resolution like this 
ought to go to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I just want to say this about the 
joint resolution. There is a plan to improve the city of W ash- 
ington. It is going to be a large and comprehensive plan; it 1s 


| going to entail a large expense, and I think the peop!e of this 


| 


country ought to have an opportunity to see it so that they wil! 
appreciate what is being done under the plan. By presenting 1 
under the auspices of the American League for Civic Improve- 
ment in the different cities it will give thousands an opportunity 
to understand and to appreciate what we are doing who never by 
any other means will know anything about it. I have no particu- 
lar interest in the matter. 

Mr. MONEY. I might agree probably with the Senator in his 
statement of the good to come from this action; but I think 1t 
probably ought to be considered by the committee which pecul- 
larly has charge of these very matters. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I should like to inquire whether 
this plan for the improvement of the city has ever been accepted 
by Congress? 

“Mr. HALE. I will answer the Senator, if he will allow me? 
Mr. TELLER. Very well. I yield to the Senator from Maine. 
Mr. HALE. I desire to protest against an inference that may 

be drawn from what the Senator from Minnesota has said, that | 
here is a plan already embarked upon for an immense improve- 
ment, a park system and other expensive features in the District 
of Columbia. Nothing of that kind has been adopted or entered 
upon. The Senator says the people of the United States ought to 
be educated as to what we are doing. We are doing nothing 
whatever about this great scheme with reference to Washington. 
The whole matter fell absolutely dead the moment Senators and 
Representatives began to examine it. No committee has sought | 
to urge it upon Congress. It is purely in the brain of the archi- | 
tect who has designed an immense scheme of improvement that | 
suits him. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator. of course, does not want to 
do injustice to the Committee on the District of Columbia. Iwish 
to say to the Senator that the committee never had any idea that 
Congress would adopt this plan. It never suggested that Con- 
gress should adopt this plan. 
~ Mr. HALE. Iso understand. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The plan was formulated by a very dis- 
tinguished commission with the idea that it might serve as a 
suggestion in the matter of future appropriations for the District 
of Columbia, and that was the sole purpose. 

Mr. HALE. Iso understand it, and in what I said I embraced 
not only the Committee on the District of Columbia as not hav- 
ing sought to force the plan matters upon Congress, but no other 
committee. That committee has heen extremely wise about it. 
It called a halt when it saw the magnificence of the scheme. It 
is a scheme which, as I have said, would never have been evoked 
from any source but the brain of the architect. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me a single 
word, the Senator says the committee called a halt, The com- 
mittee did not call a halt. The committee perfectly understood 
that Congress could not adopt a plan of this kind. 

Mr. HALE. But I understand the committee was asked and 
declined. That is what I mean by the use of my metaphor that 
the committee called a halt. The committee did. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the committee never was asked to 
do it, Mr. President. Of course, these distinguished architects 
would like to have their plan followed in the matter of future ap- 
propriations, but they did not suggest to the committee, certainly 
at no meeting when I was present, that we should recommend it 
to Congress. It was merely a suggestive plan. 

Mr. HALE. I want that understood. When this exploiting 
scheme, when this large assortment of drafts and plans of a 
scheme is started on its tour around the country as a matter of 
exhibition, and people are asked to come and pay so much to see 
it, 1 do not want it to be understood by them, nor to have the 
press anywhere assume that it is, to use the language of the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota, what we are doing, because we have done 
nothing of the kind. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that is wise. 

Mr. HALE. I am very much in favor of almost everything 
that comes up for the improvement of this most important and 
most delightful national city, but I am not in favor of this scheme, 
which would cost in the end no man can tell what amount—some 
hundreds of millions of dollars. I believe that Congress can be 
left to do its own werk in that regard from year to year. There 
will no year pass, hfir. President, that some scheme for the im- 
provement and beautifying of this city will not be taken up and 
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passed. It will not be done all at once. It will not be done at 
the command or even at the suggestion of any architect who 
wants to embrace the whole thing in one plan. 

_ lam in favor, from year to year, of the erection of great build- 
ings, the improvement of the roadways, the opening of parks, 
and all of the things that go to make this city what it will be in 
thirty years from now—the finest winter residence in all the 
world; but I protest against anything that we do here to-day 
being considered here or elsewhere as committing the Congress 
to this vague, vast, and extraordinary scheme. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] suggests to me that 
the object is to stir up sentiment throughout the country in favor 
- — scheme. If that is the purpose then, Mr. President, I 
object. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objectionismade. What does 
the Senator from Minnesota desire to have done with the joint 


rv lution, objection having been made to its present considera- 
lon? 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CLAPP. Ido not understand that objection has been made. 
It was a mere suggestion that if a certain thing is to result from 
this matter, objection is made. 

Mr. HALE. It had better go over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The joint resolution will lie on 
the table. 

Mr. HALE subsequently said: Iask that Senate joint resolution 
127, to which I objected a few moments ago, may be laid before 
the Senate. I havean amendment to suggest that will be entirely 
satisfactory to the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLAPP], who in- 
troduced the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


It lies over. 


The Chair lays before the Sen- 


| ate the joint resolution referred to by the Senator from Maine, 
| the title of which will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (S. R. 127) authorizing the 
loan of plans and drawings of park improvements of the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE. I do not ask for the entire reading of the joint 
resolution, as it has been read so many times, but I should like to 
have that part read referring to the places where these plans and 
drawings are to be exhibited. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

At St. Paul, Minn., and other cities in the United States. 

Mr. HALE. I move to strike out the words ‘and other cities 
If that amendment be adopted, I shall 
not object to the joint resolution, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is their objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment submitted 
by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the words ‘‘St. Paul, Minn.,”’ it is 
proposed to strike out *‘ and other cities in the United States.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COMPILATION ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. ~ 
On motion of Mr. STEWART, it was 


Ordered, That the compilation prepared under the direction of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs by authority of the resolution of the Senate of May 
20, 1902, being the compilation of all treaties, laws, and Executive orders in 
force relating to Indian affairs, be printed. 

POST-CHECK SYSTEM. 

Mr. MASON submitted the following resolution; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate, That there be printed, as a document, 1,000 copies 
of the proceedings and conclusions of the committee appointed by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and the Postmaster-General to consider the advisability 
of adopting the “‘ post check;” also the supplemental report of thecommittee 
appointed by the Postmaster-General to examine into the merits of the 
*post-check ’’ system, said document to also include a letter addressed to the 
chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads in the Senate, 
under date of June 19,1902, by the Postmaster-General, and a letter addressed 
to the chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads in the 
Senate, under date of June 7, 1902, by the Secretary of the Treasury, having 
reference to Senate bills Nos. 5201 and 4557, providing for a safe and conven- 
ient method of sending money in small amounts by mail and to increase the 
postal revenues, the bills being similar to House bill No. 12799, for the use of 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads in the Senate. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 14801) to make Wilmington, N. C.,a port through 
which merchandise may be imported for transportation without 
appraisement; and 

A bill (H. R. 15003) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
by the New York, Chicago and St. Louis Railroad Company and 
the Chicago and Erie Railroad Company across the Calumet 
River at or near the city of Hammond, Ind., at a point about 
1,200 feet east of the Indiana and Ilinois State line and about 100 
feet east of the location of the present bridge of the New York, 
Chicago and St. Louis Railroad Company across said river; also 
to authorize the construction of a bridge by the Chicago and State 
Line Railroad Company across said river at the point where said 
company’s railroad crosses said river in Hyde Park Township, 
Chicago, Ill., being at the location of the present bridge of said 
company across said river in said township. 

The bill (H. R. 13674) amendatory of sections 3339 and 3341 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States relative to interna}- 
revenue tax on fermented liquors was read twice by its title and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


The Secretary will read as re- 
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The bill (H. R. 15140) providing that the circuit court of ap- 
peals of the fifth judicial circuit cf the United States shall hold 


at least one term of said court in the city of Fort Worth, in the 
— of Texas, on the first Monday in November in each year, 
vas rea at 
Judi ary. 
WILLIAM VICTOR TOMB. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 123) 
for the relief of Naval Cadet William Victor Tomb, United States 
Navy, to report it without amendment and to submit a report 
thereon. I ask that it may be read, and then I request its pres- 
ent consideration. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Whereas William Victor Tomb, naval cadet, United States Navy, has been 
fou ind upon examination to be physically disqualified for promotion to the 
grade « te nsign in the Navy on account of disability incurred in the line of 

vy: 1erefore 
Guty : Th are ny 
mote the said Tomb to the grade of ensign in the Navy. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not make any objection, but 
I want some explanation other than appears in the joint resolu- 
tion itself. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ishall be glad to make it. This cadet 
served his academic term of four years in the Academy at Annapo- 
lis creditably. Then the two years of sea service remaining under 
the law was given by him in the Philippines, where his present 
physical disability was incurred. There is no way of retiring a 


cadet. Hence the Navy Department indorse this joint resolution, | 


and the indorsement of the Secretary of the Navy is attached to 
the report. 

This is to give to this cadet his commission as an ensign now. 
That is the whole scope of the joint resolution. The cadet failed 
in nothing except his physical examination when called up here 
for promotion, and that failure is directly resulting from dis- 
ability incurred in the line of duty in the Philippines. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is that physical disability one 
which is to be permanent, so that we are to put into the Navy a 
person as an officer who is permanently disqualified? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. We can not tell, Mr. President; but we 
are not willing to drop him now and assume that his disability is 
permanent. The Secretary of the Navy says that he favors the 
passage of t his joint resolution, giving the young man an oppor- 
tunity of rebuilding his health: and if that shall result, then he 
stands without pre judice resulting from this disability incurred 
in the line of duty. If his health should not be restored, then he 
is in a position to be retired; but this is the only way in which 
he can ever get onto the retired list, because there is no way pro- 
vided by law for the retirement of a cadet. He isa cadet; and 
the purpose of this joint resolution is to make himan ensign. Ii 
his health shall prove to be permanently impaired, then he may 
be put upon the retired list. 

The jomt res 


indorsement of the Committee on Naval Affairs and the unquali- 
fied indorsement of the Secretary of the Navy. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 






ent consideration of the joint resolution? 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
4d to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
l passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 


CONFIRMATION OF TITLE TO LAND IN SOUTH DAKOTA. 
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| purposes, asks a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 


| votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Cannon, 


wice by its title and refe tred to the Committee on the 


Mr. Barney, and Mr. LIVINGSTON managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House insists upon it 
amendment to the bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the 
administration of the affairs of civil government in the Philippin 


| Islands, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the Senate, agrees 
| to the conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
| of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr, Cooper of 


That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to pro- | 


olntion which I have reported has the unanimous | 


Wisconsin, Mr. Paynr, Mr. CRUMPACKER, Mr. JONES of Virginia. 
and Mr. Mappox managers at the conference on the part of the 


| House. 


The message also announced that the House had agreed to th 
reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 1225) granting an increase of pension to Clara W, 
McNair; 

A bill (S. 3820) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide G, 
Hatch; 

A bill (S. 5506) granting an increase of pension to Clayton P, 
Van Houten; and 

A bill (S. 5856) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth A, 
Turner, 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15108) making appropriations to sup- 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1902, and for prior years, and for other ‘purposes, and 
asking for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives and agree to the 
conference asked for by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
Hae, Mr. ALLIson, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 

CLARA W. M’NAIR. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two H 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1220) granting an incr: 
pension to Clara W. McNair, having met, after full and free confere: 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Hous 
follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment. 

J. H. GALLINGER, 
WM. J. DEBOE, 
Managers on the part of the Sc 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER. 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
J. H. BROMWELL, 
Managers on the part of the H 


The report was agreed to. 
ELIZABETH A. TURNER. 
Mr. GALLINGER hans the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two H 
on the amendment of the House to the bill + 5. 5856, “An act granting 
crease of pension to Elizabeth A. Turner,” having met, after full a 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their r 
tive Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment the 


| House, and agree to the same. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the | 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4450) 
confirming in the State of South Dakota title to a section of land | 


said State: wanes h was in line 8, after the 


heretofore granted to 
A ; eeds thereof, if sold, to be 


d,”’ to insert “‘the pro 

used in aid of the militia of the State | of South Dakota. 

Mr. KITTS el GE. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the bill (S. 4611) to authorize the West Elizabeth and 
Dravosburg Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Monongahela River in the State of Pennsylvania. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15108) making 
appropriations iencies in the appropriations for the 

ear ending June 30, 1902, and for prior years, and for other 


Of} 
fiscal } 
iscal y 


rd **imy " 
tuk Ail CIM 
$ 


to suj ply ~— 


J. H. GALLINGER, 
C. PRITCHARD, 
Managers on the part of the 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER,_ 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON 
J.H.BROMWELL, | 
Managers on the part of the Ii 
agreed to. 
ADELAIDE G. HATCH, 

Mr. DEBOE submitted the following report: 

The cc ymmittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two H 
on the ame ndm: nent of the House to the bill (S. 3320) granting an incr 
pe nsion to Adelaide G. Hatch, having met, after full and free conitcr 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Hi 
follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment. 

WM. J. DEBOE, 

J.R. BURTON, ; 
Managers on the part of the Se’ 

H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, _ 

WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 

J. H. BROMWELL, 
Managers on the part of the H: 


The report was 


The report was agreed to. 
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CLAYTON P. VAN HOUTEN, 


Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (8.5506) granting an increase of 
pension to Clayton P. Van Houten, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment, and a to an amendment 
as follows: After the word “receiving,” in line 9, add the following: ‘‘ Pro- 
vided, That at the =e of two years after the passage of this act, if the 
eaid Clayton P. Van Houten be then living, a medical examination shall be 
ordered, and the rate of pension allowed by this act shall be subject to change 
to accord with the degree of disability then existing;” and the Senate agree 


to the same. 
P. J. McCUMBER, 
N. B. SCOTT, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 

J.H. BROMWELL, 

WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to, 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. I wish to say thatit 
is merely for the purpose of taking an order which it is important 
should be taken at this time. I do not think that we need to have 
an executive session of more than two or three minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Connecticut. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After six minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


RUSSLA’S ATTITUDE TOWARD AMERICAN CITIZENS. 


Mr. PETTUS. I offer a resolution which I ask may be now 
-onsidered. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
submits a resolution for which he asks present consideration. 
The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Whereasit is asserted that American citizens, holding American passports, 
have been, and are, excluded by the Russian Empire from its territory, solely 
because of their religious belief, contrary to treaty stipulations: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the President of the United States is requested, if not in- 
compatible with the public interest, to inform the Senate as to the attitude 
of the Russian Government toward American citizens attempting to enter 
its territory with American passports. 


The PRESIDENT ‘pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the resolution? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
tee on Foreign Relations present, and I think in their absence—— 
Mr. BACON rose. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE, 


Is there objection to the pres- 


Ibeg pardon. I was going to say that I 
member of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BACON. There are several present. 

Mr. QUAY. I will not object to the resolution with the un- 
derstanding that it will not provoke debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that it be again read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. The word ‘interest’’ should be inserted in 
place of the word ‘‘ service;’’ 
with the public interest.’’ 
to the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


fied as suggested, if there is no objection. The Chair hears none. 


I do not see any member of the Commit- 


| Chair hears none. 


eet | also be reconsidered if there is no objection. 
Is there objection to the pres- | 





The Secretary read as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate, That under the authority and powers conf 





upon the Committee on Interoceanic Canals it is referred to said committee 
to investigate and report whether any claims exist in favor of citizens of the 
United States who are bondholders, shareholders, or creditors of the New 
Panama Canal Company, or the former Panama Canal Company, and to this 
end the chairman of said committee is authorized, in addition to the other 
powers conferred upon the committee, to publish a request that the holde 
of such bonds, stocks, or demands will present statements of their claims to 
the committee. 

And it is also referred to said committee to ascertain and report to the 


i ations 


Senate whether any unlawful or corrupt efforts, practices, or combin 









exist on the part of any persons or corporations to obtain any yx of the 
sum that may be applied to the purchase of the property belonging to the 
New Panama Canal Company by the United States under the authority of 


any act of Congress. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. President, is the resolution offered for con- 
sideration at this time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. MORGAN, Yes. 

Mr. HANNA. I hope the resolution will not be passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the 
resolution will go over. 

Mr. HANNA. I am willing to settle it now. 
object of the scope of the resolution as affecting 
i Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Ohio permit an interrup- 

lon? 

Mr. HANNA. Certainly. 

Mr. QUAY. I observe that the resolution is liable to provoke 
discussion, and I object to its consideration, as Iam very anxious 
to reach the Indian bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
under the rule. 


SAFETY APPLIANCES ON RAILROADS, 


Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from Pennsylvania will yield, 

I should like to call up the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
senate bill 3560 was passed a few days ago. It will take only a 
moment to dispose of the matter. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the action of the House of Representatives, returning to the 
Senate, in compliance with its request, the bill (S. 3560) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘To promote the safety of employees and travel- 
ers upon railroads by compelling common carriers engaged in in- 
terstate commerce to equip their cars with automatic couplers and 
continuous brakes and their locomotives with driving-wheel 
brakes, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 2, 1893, and 


It is. 


I do not see the 





The resolution will go over 


| amended April 1, 1896. 


The question is on agreeing to the motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not resist the motion to reconsider, be- 
cause it is only that the bill may be amended by the insertion of 


: , | a line which has been agreed upon. 
thought the resolution ought to go over in the absence of any | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
consideration of the vote by which the bill was passed? The 
The bill is before the Senate, and the vote by 
which it was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time will 
The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. FORAKER. 


I move to amend the bill by adding at the 


| end of section 3 the following: 


so asto read, ‘* not incompatible | 


With that change I have no objection | 414 16¢ of next January. 


The resolution will be modi- 


Mr. BACON. There is the assertion of a fact in the resolution | 


about which I should like to have some information before we | }, the Senate, but under this amendment the railroads will have 


vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was about to make that suggestion. 

Mr. BACON. It is asserted that acertain thing has been done. 
[ should like to know whether Senators have information that 
there has been such an assertion upon reliable authority. I do 
not mean to ask whether or not it is a fact. 

Mr. PETTUS. I have information directly from persons who 
assert that they know that it has been done and is now being 
done; but I do not know anything about the facts, and I do not 
assert any fact. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PANAMA CANAL COMPANY, 


Mr. MORGAN, I submit a resolution, and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
submits a resolution, and asks for its present consideration. 
resolution will be read. 


The question is on agreeing 


And the provisions of section 7 of the said act of March 2, 1893, shall apply 
to all the requirements of this act. 


Mr. SPOONER. As I understand it, that leaves the date fixed 
Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 
Mr. SPOONER. Subject to extension by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission upon a proper showing? 
Mr. FORAKER. ‘The date remains as fixed in the bill as passed 


| a right to appeal to the Interstate Commerce Commission for an 


extension of the time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is satisfactory to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison agre 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ORDERS OF GOVERNOR-GENERAL OF 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


ing to 


CUBA. 


ry 


he Chair lays before the 


| Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will 
| be read. 


The Senator from Alabama | 
The | 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Money on 


| the 25th instant, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the honorable Secretary of War be, and is 
hereby, directed to furnish to the Senate at his earliest convenience copies of 
all orders, general and special, issued by the Governor-General of Cuba from 
date of the beginning of his administration up to May 20, 1902. 


Mr. SPOONER. The chairman of the committee is not in the 





nt ee asa 
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Senate Chamber, nor is the mover of the resolution. I think 


perhaps it might go over to a later period in the afternoon with- | 


out losing its place. 

Mr. QUAY. Lhope that will be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the reso- 
lution going over, retaining its place on the table? 


Senator from Mississippi. 
Mr. SPOONER. I asked that when I made the suggestion. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
and it will retain its place on the table. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14019) “‘ making appropriations 
to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes,” having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numberd 4, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 
35, 37,39, 41, 42, 49, 55, 57, 58, 59, 61, 64, 65, 67, 68, 69, 70, 74, 75, 86, 89, 90, 96, 101, 102, 104, 
106, 109, 111, 112,115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 126, 127, 129, 180, 131, 182, 133, 136, 137, 138, 
139, 143, 145, 145, 147, 151, 152, 153, 168, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 175, 176, 177, 184, 190, 195, 
196, 201, 206, 207, 208, 210, 211, 212, 213, 214, 215, 216, 217, 218, 228, and 229. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1,2,3,7,8,9, 10,11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16,17, 18, 19, 27, 31, 33, 34, 38, 40, 43, 
44, 45, 47, 48, 50, 52,53, 54,55, 60, 62, 68,66, 71, 72,73, 76,77, 79, 80, 82, 8B, 84, 85, 88, 91, 92, 
94, 95, 97, 98, 99, 100, 108, 105, 113, 114, 122, 128, 124, 125, 140, 141, 142, 144, 148, 149, 150, 154, 
155, 156, 160, 171, 178, 179, 181, 182, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 197, 198, 199, 200, 202, 203, 204, 205, 
219, 220, 221, 222, 223, 224,225, and 227,and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 5: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an 
améndment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $69,224; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 1 of said amendment after the word “that” 
insert ‘‘ hereafter; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: Strike out all of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment down to and including the word “ aforesaid,”’ in line 16 thereof, and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the following: *‘ Provided, That hereafter when differ- 
ences arise in the examination of the accounts of the disbursing officer of 
the District of Columbia, calling for the suspension of any item in said ac- 
counts, it shall be the duty of the auditor for the State and other Depart- 
ments, who settles said accounts, to notify the auditor of the District of 
Columbia, in connection with the disbursing officer of the District of Colum- 
bia, of the grounds of such objections resulting in said s nsions, in order 
that said auditor, in connection with said disbursing officer, may by ex- 
planation, if possible, remove said grounds of suspension; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $5,600; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $13,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$17,800; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 32: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 32, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: On page 12 of the bill, in line 18, before the word 
“fuel,” insert the word “ rent;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its disagreement | 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Omit the matter inserted by said amendment and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: “‘ Except as provided for in the appro- 
priation for contingent and miscellaneous expenses;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “‘ $145,000;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 51: That the House recede from its disagreement | 3 
i | to the amendment of the Senate numbered 183, andagree to the same with an 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 51, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lines 12, 13, and 14 of the matter inserted by 
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serted by said amendment, insert the following: ‘‘and the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia are authorized to enter into a contract or con- 
tracts for the construction of said sewerin part at a cost not to exceed 
$250,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 93: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 93, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$14,000; and 


ng L ILAC { | the Senate agree to the same. 
Mr. BATE. I ask that it retain its place, in the absence of the 


Amendment numbered 107: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 107, andagree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment in- 
sert the following: “And provided further, That during the fiscal year 1903 
the illuminating power of the gas furnished by any gaslighting company, 
person, or persons in the District of Columbia shall be equal to 22 candles, 
notwithstanding the requirements as to candle power prescribed by section 3 
of the act regulating the sale of gas in the District of Columbia, approved 
June 6, 1896;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 108: That the House recede from its disagreement 


| to the amendment of the Senate numbered 108, and agree to the same with 
| an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$76,000;” and 


the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 110: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 110, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In line 8 of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment, after the word “‘ authorized,” insert the following: *‘, under conditions 
and regulations to be prescribed by them; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 128: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 128, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: ‘“‘and one head of department of English in Manual] 
Training School No. 1, six in all;” and the Senate ogres to the same. 

Amendment numbered 134: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 134, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert: ‘‘ ninety- 
eight; and the Senate agree to the same. : 

Amendment numbered 135: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 135, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert *‘ $918,175;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. . 

Amendment numbered 157: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 157, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “ three hundred 
and fifty;” and the Senate agree to the same. ; 

Amendment numbered 158: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 158, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “two hundred 
and forty;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 159: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 159, and agree to thesame with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$713,200; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 161: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 161, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Insert asa separate paragraph after the matter 
inserted by said amendment the following: 

“For rent of building to be occupied temporarily during construction of 
the new fifth precinct station, $600.’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 162: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 162, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'$79,785;"’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 170: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 170, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $7,500;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 172: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 172, andagree to the same with an 


| amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ §7,500;"" and the 


Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 173: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 173, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert 
**$360;’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 174: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 174, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insort * $65,860; *’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 180: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to theamendmentof the Senate numbered 180, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $43,750;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 183: That the House recede from its disagreement 


| amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$1,800;" and the 


said amendment strike out the following: “, andan additional sum of $25,000 | 


is appropriated from the revenues of the District of Columbia for the same | ; 
| to the amendment of the Senatenumbered 191, and agree to the same with an 


purpose:*’ and the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 7+: That the House recede from its diagreement | 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 78, and agree tothe same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieuof the sum proposed insert ‘* $151,300; *’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered $1: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 81, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the word “dollars,” at the end of the last line 
of the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the following: 

‘And the Secretary of War is authorized to enter into a contract or con- 
tracts for the construction of said bridge within the said limit of cost. The 
cost of maintaining in good condition the asphalt paving between the street 


railway tracks and 2 feet outside thereof on said bridge shall be paid by the | 


streei railway company or companies using the same under such regulations 
as the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall prescribe: Provided, 
That all street railroads chartered or that may hereafter be chartered by 
Congress shall have the right to crosssaid bridge upon terms mutually agreed 
upon with the Washingten, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Railway Com- 
pany, or in case of disagreement, upon terms determined by the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia, which is authorized and directed to give 
hearing to the interested parties and to fix the terms of joint trackage.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. : 
Amendment numbered 87: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 87, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert 
‘+ 50,000," and after the word “dollars,” at the end of line 2 of the matter in- 


| 
| 


Senate agree to the same. - 
Amendment numbered 191: That the House recede from its disagreement 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “‘ $46,900;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 192: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 192, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert 
**$1,000;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 193: That the House recede from its disagreement 


| to the amendment of the Senate numbered 193, and agree to the same with an 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert 
“$900; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 194: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 194, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$21,740; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 209: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 209, and agrees to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $25,475; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 2 

Amendment numbered 226: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 225, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In line 4 of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment strike out the word “third” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ first; 
and the Senate agree to the same. x 

Amendment numbered 230: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 230, and agree to the same with 
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amendments as follows: Restore the matter proposed to be stricken out by 
said amendment, amended as follows: 

After the word “district,” in the last line, insert the words “except as 
otherwise provided herein;” and after the word “reimbursed,” in the last 
line of the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the words “ which 
reimbursement shall be made within three years from said last-named date.” 

In line 1 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the words 
“Sec. 2” and insert in lieu thereof the words * Src. 3.” 

And on page 60, in line 11 of the bill, strike out the words “ Sxc. 8” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words “ Sxc. 4.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 231: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 231, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment in- 
sert the following: 

“TAXATION OF REAL ESTATE. 


“Sec. 5. That hereafter all real estate in the District of Columbia subject 
to taxation, including improvements thereon, shall be assessed at not less 
than two-thirds of the true value thereof, and shall be taxed 1; per cent 
upon the assessed valuation thereof, and whenever a subdivision of any por- 
tion of said real estate is made and recorded with the surveyor of the said 
District, the board of assistant assessors of said District are hereby author- 
ized and directed to reassess said property so subdivided, and the tax on said 
reassessment shall be due and payable at the semiannual payment of taxes 
next following said reassessment. 

“ That hereafter property used for educational Ps oses that is not used 
for private gain shall be exempt from taxation, and all other property used 
for educational pore shall be assessed and taxed as other property is as- 
sessed and taxed. 

In all cases where the assessments for benefits for street extensions have 
been or may hereafter be levied, payment of the same shall be made in five 
equal annual installments with interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum 
from and after sixty days after the confirmation of the verdict and award: 
Provided, That the amount of any payment of any installment or install- 
ments heretofore made on account of any such assessment shall be credited 
thereon, and the balance shall be due and payable as if such assessment had 
been oan payable in the installments and with the interest as herein 

provided. 

Pre In all cases of payments the accounting officers shall take irtto account 
the assessment for benefits and the award for damages, and shall pay only 
such part of said award in respect of any lot as may be in excess of the 
assessment for benefits against the part of such lot not taken, and there shall 
be credited on said assessment the amount of said award not in excess of 
said assessment.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 232: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 282, and agree to the same with 
an amendment ag follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: 

“TAXATION OF PERSONAL PROPERTY. 


“Suc. 6. That in order to provide revenues to meet the appropriations made 
by this act and appropriations to be hereafter made to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia, it is further enacted: 
That the act of Congress entitled ‘An act to provide an immediate revision 
and equalization of real estate values in the District of Columbia; also to pro- 
vide an assessment of real estate in said District in the year 1896 and overy 
third year thereafter, and for other purposes,’ approved August 14, 1894, is 
hereby amended to take effect from and after July 1, 1902, as follows: Section 
2, line 2, strike out the word ‘three’ and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘five;’ 
section 2, line 5, after the words ‘assistant assessors, who,’ strike out the words 
shall hold office for a term of four years, unless sooner removed by said Com- 
missioners for cause satisfactory to them and;’ section 2, line 9, after the words 
‘per annum,’ insert the following: ‘The assessor of the District of Columbia 
and the members of said permanent board of assistant assessors shall not be 
removed except for inefficiency, neglect of duty, or malfeasance in office.’ 

“That the assessor of the District of Columbia shall designate 3 of the 
members of said permanent board of assistant assessors for the assessment 
of real estate, who shall constitute and compose the excise board, under the 
provisions of the act of Congress approved August 14, 1894, aforesaid; and 
the 2 other members of said permanent board of assistant assessors shall be 
designated by said assessor to compose a board of personal-tax appraisers, to 
assess personal ee wee | in accordance with the provisions of this section; 
and all 5 members of said permanent board of assistant assessors, together 
with the assessor as chairman, shall constitute the board of equalization and 
revisw of real-estate assessments and also the board of personal-tax appeals: 
Provided, That the assessor of the District of Columbia shall act as chairman, 
ex officio, of the several boards aforesaid. 

“That the 2 members of the permanent board of assistant assessors desig- 
nated, as aforesaid, by the assessor to assess personal property shall, under 
the direction and supervision of the said assessor, assess personal property 
in the District of Columbia as follows: 

“That hereafter the assessor of the District of Columbia, or his successor 
in office, shall annually cause to be prepared a printed blank schedule of all 
tangible personal property and all general merchandise or stock in trade, 
owned or held in trust or otherwise, subject to taxation under the provi- 
sions of this section, and of the classes of corporations and companies to be 
assessed, together with the rate of tax prescri , to which shall be appended 
an affidavit in blank,setting forth that the foregoing presents a full and true 
statement of all such personal property, taxable capital, or other basis of 
assessment, or either, as the case may be. When said schedule is ready for 
delivery, notice thereof shall be given by the assessor by advertisement for 
three successive secular days in one or more of the daily newspapers pub- 
lished in said District, and a copy of said schedule shall be delivered to any 
citizen applying therefor at the office of the assessor. Every person, associa- 
tion, corporation, firm, or company in said District liable taxation here- 
under, and every association, company, executor, administrator, guardian, 
or trustees holding personal property in trust liable to taxation hereunder, 
shall, within thirty days after the last publication of said advertisement, as 
aforesaid, fill out the proper blanks in said schedule with a full and true 
statement, as in this section hereinbefore required, and make and sign an 
aflidavit to the truth thereof, as aforesaid, before the assessor or one of the 
other members of the said board of personal-tax appraisers, and the mem- 
bers of the said board are hereby authorized to administer such and all oaths 
1. connection with their duties as assessor and appraisers without charge, or 
b-fere any person authorized by law to administer oaths; and the address in 
the District of Columbia of the person, corporation, or company making affi- 
davit shall in each case be given below his, its, or their signature, and there- 
upon said board of personal-tax appraisers, or any one of the members 
thereof, sha!l assess said property at its fair cash value, and enter the same 
in the columns upon said blanks provided for that pope, and the amount 
thus ascertained shall be entered upon the boo or taxation for the 
fiscal year a. July 1, 1902, and each fiscal year thereafter: Provided, 
That if any person, firm, association, corporation, company, administrator, 


| 








executor, rdian, or trustee shall fail to make and deliver to the assessor 
or one of the said appraisers, within thirty days after the date of the last 
advertisement of the notice hereinbefore required, the schedule of his or its 
said personal property, owned, held in trust, or otherwise, as provided for 
in this section, then the said board of personal-tax appraisers hereinbefore 
provided for shall without delay, from the best information they can procure, 
make an assessment against such person, firm, association, corporation, com- 
pany, administrator, executor, guardian, or trustee, to which they shall add 

) per cent thereof: Provided further, Thatif the said board of personal-tax 
appraisers be not satisfied as to the correctness of the return of personal 
property made by any person, firm, association, corporation, company, ad- 
ministrator, executor, guardian, or trustee, said board may reject said return, 
and said board, or any one of the members thereof, may, from the best infor- 
mation he or they can procure, or by making such an examination of the 
personal property as may be practicable, assess the same in such amount as 
may to him or them seem just; and notice of the rejection of the sworn return 
shall be given to the party interested by leaving the same at the address given 
in said return, and in all such cases there shall be a right of appeal from the 
action taken by said appraisers to the board of personal-tax appeals, herein- 
after provided for, or to their successors in office, within fifteen days after 
delivery of said notice of rejection as aforesaid: And provided further, That 
if any person, firm, association, corporation, company, administrator, execu- 
tor, guardian, or trustee shall make a false affidavit touching the matters 


| herein provided for, he or they shall be deemed guilty of perjury, and upon 
| conviction thereof shall be subject to the penalties for that offense now pro- 


vided by section 858 of the Code of the District of Columbia. 

“PAR. 2. On all tangible personal property, assessed at a fair cash value 
(over and above the exemptions provided in this section), including vessels, 
ships, boats, tools, implements, horses, and other animals, carriages, wagons, 
and other vehicles, there shall be paid to the collector of taxes of the District 
of Columbia 1} per centum on the assessed value thereof. 

“Par. 3. Dealers in general merchandise of every description shall pay to 
the collector of taxes of the District of Columbia 14 per centum on the aver- 
age stock in trade for the preceding year. 

“After the passage of this act it shall be unlawful for any person or per- 
sons entering the District of Columbia subsequent to June 30 in each year, 
and establishing a place of business for the sale of goods, wares. or merchan- 
dise, either at private sale or at auction, to conduct such business until a 
sworn statement of the value of said stock has been filed with the assessor of 
the District of Columbia, who shall thereupon render a bill for the unex- 
pee portion of the fiscal year at the same rate as other personal taxes are 

evied. The assessor is hereby authorized to reassess said stock whenever in 

his judgment it has been undervalued. The goods, wares, and merchandise 
of any person or persons who shall fail to pay the tax required by this para- 
graph within three days after beginning business shall be subject to dis- 
traint, and it shall be the duty of the assessor to place bills therefor in the 
hands of the collector of taxes, who shall seize sufficient of the goods of the 
delinquent to satisfy said tax: Provided, That said owner shall have the right 
of redemption within thirty days on payment of said tax, to which shall be 
added a pee of 1 per centum, together with the costs of seizure. The col- 
lector shall sell such goods as are not redeemed, at public auction, after ad- 
vertisement for the three days preceding said sale. 

‘Par. 4. Hotel companies and the proprietors of hotels shall pay to the 
collector of taxes of the District of Columbia 1} per cent on the assessed value 
of their furniture. 

“Par. 5. Each national bank, as the trustee for its stockholders, through 
its president or cashier, and all other incorporated banks and trust compa- 
nies in the District of Columbia, through their presidents or cashiers, and all 
gas, electric-lighting, and telephone companies, through their proper officers, 
shall make affidavit to the board of personal-tax appraisers on or before the 
first day of August of each year as to the amount of its or their gross earn- 
ings for the preceding year ending the #)th day of June, and shall pay to the 
collector of taxes of the District of Columbia per annum on such gross earn- 
ings as follows: Each national bank and all other incorporated banks and 
trust companies, respectively, 6 per cent; each gas company,5 per cent; each 
electric-lighting and telephone company,4 percent. And inaddition thereto 
the real estate owned by each national or other incorporated bank, and each 
trust, electric-lighting, and telephone company in the District of Colum- 
bia shall be taxed as other real estate in said District: Provided, That street 
railroad companies shall continue to pay the 4 per cent per annum on their 
gross receipts and other taxes as provided by existing law, and insurance 
companies shall continue to pay the 1} per cent on premium receipts, as pro- 
vided by section 650 of the Code of the District of Columbia. 

“That so much of the act approved October 1, 1890, entitled ‘An act to 
provide for the incorporation of trust, loan, mortgage, and certain other cor- 
porations within the District of Columbia,’ as is inconsistent with the pro- 
visions of this section is hereby repealed. 

** Par. 6. All companies who guarantee the fidelity of any individual or 
individuals, such as bonding companies, shall pay to the collector of taxes 
of the District of Columbia 1} per cent of their gross receipts in the District 


of Columbia. 


“Par. 7. carina banks having no capital stock and paying interest to 
their depositors shall, through their president or cashier, make affidavit to 
the board of personal-tax appraisers on or before the Ist day of August in 
each year as to the amount of their surplus and undivided profits, and shall 
pay to the collector of taxes of the District of Columbia a sum equal to 1} 

rcent on the amount of their surplus and undivided profits on the 30th 

y of June preceding. 

**Par.8. The capital stock of all corporations, other than those herein pro- 
vided for, organized in the District of Columbia or under the laws of any of 
the States or Territories of the United States chiefly for the purpose of and 
transacting business within the District of Columbia, except those exempted 
by the laws relating to the District of Columbia, shall be appraised in bulk 
at its fair cash value by the board of personal-tax appraisers, and the corpora- 
tion issuing the same shall be liable for the tax thereon according to such 
value, and shall pay to the collector of taxes of the District of Columbia a 
sum equal to 1} per cent on the assessed valuation thereof; but from the as- 
sessed valuation of such capital stock shall first be deducted the value of any 
and all real estate owned by such corporation in said District, which real es- 
tate shall be separately taxed against said corporation: Provided, That noth- 
ing in this act contained shall be construed to include newspaper, real estate, 
and mercantile companies, which by reason of incorporation receive no spe- 
cial franchise or privilege; but all such corporations shall be rated, assessed, 
and taxed as individuals conducting business in similar lines are rated, as- 
sessed, and taxed. 

‘*Par. 9. Building associations shall pay to the collector of taxes of the 
District of Columbia 4 per cent per annum on their gross earnings for the 
preceding es ending June 30. ; 

“Par. 10. The following personal property shall be exempt from taxation: 

“First. The personal property o all library, benevolent, charitable, and 
scientific institutions incorporated under the laws of the United States or of 
the District of Columbia and not conducted for private gain. 

**Second. Libraries, schoolbooks, wearing apperel, srticles of personal 
adornment, all family portraits, and heirlooms 
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“Third. Household and other belongi not held for sale, to the value of 
$1,000, owned by the occupant of any dwelling house or other place of abode, 
in which such household and other belongings may be ieantelt 

“Par. ll. That said boardof assistant assessors hereinbefore provided for, 
with the assessor of the District of Columbia as chairman, shall compose a 
board of personal-tax appeals, and _as such board of personal-tax appeals 
shall convene in a room, to be provided therefor by the said assessor, on the 
15th day of November in each year, and public notice of the time and place 
of such meeting shall be given by advertisement for two consecutive secular 
daysin two daily newspapers published in the DistrictofColumbia. Itshall be 
the duty of the board of personal-tax appeals, between the date of convening 
and December 15th of each year, to hear all appeals made by any person or 
persons against the assessments made by the board of personal-tax apprais- 
ers and to impartially equalize the value of said personal property as a basis 
for assessment. Any four members of the said board constitute a 
quorum for business, and in the absence of the assessor a temporary chair- 
man shall be selected. They shall be empowered to diminish or increase 
such assessments as they may believe to have been returned at other than 
their true value to such amount as, in their opinion, may be the value there- 
of, and the action of said board in such cases shall be final. Said board of 
assistant assessors shall also perform such other official duties as may be re- 
quired of them by the assessor of the District of Columbia: Provided, That 
in case the personal-tax appraisers shall fail to complete any of the duties in 
this section to be by them performed within the time pro therefor the 
taxation provided this section shall not by reason thereof be invalid; but 
such appraisers shall proceed with all reasonable diligence to complete such 
duties, and their acts shall be valid as if performed within the time fixed 
therefor. If, at any time within any current year, poe subject to taxa- 
tion under the provisions of this section shall have been omitted from assess- 
ment, said board of personal-tax appraisers shall immediately proceed to 
assess the same for the then current year, Fz notice in writing to the 
persons or corporations so who shall havea right of appeal within 





. ten days from date of said notice. 


“Par. 12. That when the taxes on putes guepetey due and payable in 
each year shall not be paid on or before the Ist day of June, then and in that 
event the collector of taxes of the District of Columbia, or his deputy, may 
distrain sufficient goods and chattels found within the District of Columbia 
and belonging to the person, firm, association, corporation, company, admin- 
istrator, executor, guardian, or trustee charged with such tax to pay the 
taxes remaining due, under the provisions of this law, from such person, 
firm, association, corporation, company, administrator, executor, guardian, 
or trustee, together with the penalty thereon and the costs that may accrue; 
and for want of such goods and chattels said collector of taxes may levy 
upon and sell at auction the estate and interest of such person, firm, associa- 
tion, corporation, company, administrator, executor, guardian, or trustee in 
any parcel of land in said District: and in the case of the levy on any estate 
or interest in land the proceedings subsequent to sale thereof shall be the 
same as now provided by law in the case of sales for arrears of taxes against 
real estate; and in the case of distraint of personal property or the levy upon 
real estate as aforesaid the collector of taxes shail immediately proc to 
advertise the same by public notice to be posted in the office of said collector 
and by advertisement, three times within one week, in one or more of the 
daily newspapers published in said District, stating the time when and the 
place where such property shall be sold, the last publication to be at least six 
days before the date of sale, and if the said taxes and penalty thereon, and 
the costs and expenses which shall have accrued thereon, shall not be paid 
before the day fixed for such sale. which shall not be less than ten days after 
said levy or taking of said property, thecollector shall proceed to sellat public 
auction in his office, to the highest bidder, such ss or so much thereof 
as may be needed to pay such taxes, penalty, and accrued costs and expenses 
of such distraint and sale. Said collector shall report in detail, in writing, 
every distraint and sale of personal property to the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia or their successors in office, and his accounts in respect 
to every such distraint or sale shall forthwith be submitted to the auditor of 
the District of Columbia and be audited byhim. Anysurplus resulting from 
such sale over and above such taxes, costs, and expenses shall be paid into 
the Treasury, and upon being claimed by the owner or ownersof the goods 
and chattels aforesaid shall be paid to him or them upon the certificate of the 
collector of taxes stating in full the amount of such excess. 

“Par. 13. Thatall taxes levied under the foregoing provisions of this section 
shall be due, payable, and collectible at the same time and times as the gen- 
eral tax on real estate in said District,and shall be subject to the same penal- 
= _ nonpayment thereof until distraint or sale as hereinbefore pro- 
vyidea. 

“PaR.-l4. That private banks or bankers not incorporated shall pay a tax 
of $00 per annum. Every person, firm, comney. or association not incor- 
porated having a place of business where c its are opened by the deposit 
or collection of moneys or currency subject to be paid or remitted upon 
draft, check, or order, or where money is advanced or loaned on stocks, 
bonds, bullion, bills of exchange, or promissory notes, or where stocks, 
bonds, bills of exchange, or promissory notes are received for discount or 
for sale, shall be regarded as a private bank or banker. 

“Par. 15. General brokers shall pay a tax of $200 perannum. Every per- 


son, firm, company, or association not incorporated (except insurance and 
real-estate brokers acting as such) that solicits business m the general 
public by advertisement or otherwise, and that purchases, sells, or negotiates 
tor others securities, shares, stocks, bonds, exchange, bullion, coin, money, 
bank notes, or promissory notes, or that deals in futures on market quota- 
tions of prices or values on merchandise, shares, stocks, bonds, or other se- 
curities, or accepts margins on prices or values of said shares, stocks, bonds, 


merchandise, or securities, shall be deemed a general broker: Provided, That 
the Washington Stock Exchange, through its president or treasurer, shall 
pay to the collector of taxes of the District of Columbia a sum equal to $300 
per annum in lieu of tax on the members thereof for business done on said 
exchange: Provided further, That any broker who is a member of a regu- 
larly organized stock exchange located outside of the District of Columbia 
and transacting a brokerage busiuess therein, shall pay a sum equal to $100 
per annum tothe collector of taxes of the District of Columbia: And be it 


Surther provided, That if any person or firm shall have paid the tax in this 


section provided for banks and bankers, such person or firm shall not again 
be taxed as a broker or brokers. 

“Par. 16. Note brokers shall pay a tax of $100 perannum. Every person, 
firm, compeny, or association not incorporated (except private banks and 
bankers) that loans money on promissory notes without real estate or col- 
lateral security or advances money on personal property assecurity without 

ossession of said personal property shall bedeemed a note broker: Provided, 
That exception shall be made of cooperative associations whose business is 
restricted to the members of such association. 

‘Par. 17. The taxes for said private banks and bankers, general brokers, 
and note brokers shall be paid to the collector of taxes of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and shall date from the lst day of July in each yearand expire on the 
30th day of June following. Said taxes shall date from the first day of the 


month in which the liability begins, and payment shall be made for a pro- 
portionate amount. 
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“Par. 18. Any perce or persons violating any of the provisions of this 
section shall be liable to a penalty of not exceeding $590 for each offense, said 

malty to be imposed, upon conviction in the police court of the District of 
Eolumbia, as other fines and penalties are imposed, and said court is herehy 
invested with jurisdiction thereof; and in default of the payment of saiii 
penalty the person or persons so convicted shall be imprisoned, in the dis. 
cretion of thecourt, not exceeding six months. 

“Par. 19. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
they are hereby, authorized and directed to appoint a clerk and assistant 
clerk to said board of personal-tax Rg at annual salaries of one thou- 
sand four hundred and one thousand dollars each, and three inspectors at 
annual salaries of $1,200 each, all of whom shall perform such duties as may 
be assigned to them by the chairman of said board; and to pay the salaries 
of the two assistant assessors, the clerk and assistant clerk to said board of 
personal-tax appraisers, and the three inspectors aforesaid for the fiscal] 
year beginning July 1, 1902, and $6,000 for books, stationery, psinting, means 
of transportation, and other incidental expenses, ees he hire of tem. 
porary clerks, not to exceed $1,000, the sum of $18,000 is hereby appropriated.” 

And the Senate a to the same. : ; 

Amendment numbered 233: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 233, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment, 
insert the following: 

“LICENSE TAXES. 

“Sec. 7. That no person shall eng: in or carry on any business, trade, 
rofession, or calling in the District of Columbia for which a license tax js 
mposed by the terms of this section without having first obtained a license 

so todo. Applications for licenses shall be made to the assessor of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and nolicense = oa until payment for the same 
shall have been made. Every license l specify by name the person, firm, 
or corporation to which it shall be issued, the business, trade, profession, or 
calling for which it is granted, and the location at which such business, trade, 
profession, or calling is to be carried on. Licenses granted under the terms 
of this section may be assigned or transferred on application upon the condi- 
tions applicable to granting the original licenses, and the assessor shall issue 
a certificate of such assi ent or transfer upon the payment to the District 
of Columbia of a fee of 50 cents therefor. All licenses and transfers issued 
or granted shall be signed by the assessor of the District of Columbia and 
impressed with the seal of his office. : ' 

“Par. 2. That when more than one business, conta. peeatan, or calling 
for which a license is herein prescribed shall be ca on by the same per- 
son, the license tax shall be paid for each such business, trade, profession, or 
calling: Provided, That licenses issued under any of the provisions of this 
act shall be good only for the location aes thereon, and no license 
shall be issued for more than one place of business, profession, or calling, 
without the payment of a separate tax for each: Provided further, That no 
license shall be granted under Spo of this section, relating to hotels 
and theaters, until the ii r veces and the chief officer of the fire 
department have certified in writing to the Assessor that the applicant for 
license has complied with the laws enacted and the regulations made and 
promulgated for the protection of life and property. 

“Par. 3. That all licenses issued shall date from the Ist day of November 
in each year and expire on the 3lst day of October following, except as here- 
inafter provided. Licenses issued at any time after the beginning of the 
license year shall date from the first day of the month in which the license 
was issued and end on the last day of the license year above prescribed, and 

yment shall be made of the proportionate amount of the annual license 

: Provided, That in cases where the tax is less than $5 per annum the 
license shall terminate one year from the first day of the month in which the 
license was issued. 2 ; 

“Par. 4. That no person holding a license under the terms of this section 
shall willfully suffer or allow any other person chargeable with a separate 
license to operate under his license. ‘ : 

“Par. 5. That all licenses granted under the terms of this section must be 
conspicuously posted on the premises of the licensee. Said licenses shall be 
accessible at all times for inspection by the police or other officers duly au- 
thorized to makesuch inspections. Licensees having no located place of busi- 
ness shall exhibit their licenses when requested to do so by any of the officers 
above named. ; 

“ Par. 6. That no person shall set up, operate, or conduct any business or 
device by or in which any rson, animal, or living object shall act or be ex- 

sed as a target for any ball, presses, missile, or thing thrown or projected, 
or or in consideration of profit or gain, directly or indirectly. a 

“Pan. 7. That apothecaries or druggists shall pay a license tax of $6 per 
annum. Every person who sells patent medicines, or manufactures, com- 
pounds, sells, or dispenses medicines by prescription or otherwise from a lo- 
cated place of business shall be regarded as an oy or drugzist. 

“Par. 8. Thatauctioneers shall pay a license tax of $1 rannum. Here- 
after the provisions of the act of Congress entitled ““An to prevent fraud 
ulent transactions on the part of commission merchants,” approved March 
21, 1892, shall be applicable to all licensed auctioneers, their agents, and 
employees. 

TP AR. 9. That commission merchants shall pay a license tax of $40 per an- 
num. Every person, firm, or corporation that acts as agent for others in 
negotiating sales or purchases of goods, wares, or merchandise, live sto ‘k, 
produce, etc., or negotiates freights for railroads, ships, or vessels, or for the 
shippers or consignees of freights carried by railroads, ships, or vessels, shall 
be regarded as a commission merchant. , 

“Par. 10. That cattle dealers shall pay a license tax of $15 perannum: Pro- 
vided, That one person only shall be entitled to do business under each 
license. Every person who makes a business of trading, buying, or selling 
horses, cattle, sheep, or hogs shall be regarded as a cattle dealer. 

“Par. 11. That re rietors or owners of hacks coaches, omnibuses, car- 
riages, wagons, and other passenger vehicles for hire shall pay license taxes 
as follows: Vehicles drawn by one animal, $6 per annum; autovehicles, auto- 
mobiles, electromobiles, or other horseless vehicles by whatever name cai- i, 
and vehicles drawn by more than one animal, per annum. Licenses | ; 
sued under this section shall date from July 1 in each year. The driver 0! 
every licensed passenger vehicle, while transacting business as such driver, 
shall wear conspicuously upon his breast a badge numbered to correspond 
with the license of his vehicle. The badge shall be furnished by the Distric 
of Columbia and a tax of 50 cents shall be charged therefor in addition to tho 
amount of the vehicle license. . 

“Par. 12. That Jregstenere or owners of livery stables shall pay license 
taxes as follows: For stables containing 10 stalls or less, $25 dollars per an 
num, and $2 per annum additional for each stall in addition to 10: Provided, 
That nothing in this paragraph shall be so construed as to exempt uvery- 
stable keepers from paying additional license taxes for operating any ce 
— of vehicles occupying the public stands. ‘cle 

“Par. 13. That proprietors or owners of establishments where autovehicles 
of any pattern, description, or motor power whatsoever are kept for aie bad 
are kept or stored for others, for profit or gain. shall pay a license tax 0 aii. 
ee for 10 vehicles or less and ditional for each vehicle in - i 

ion to 10: Provided, That nothing in this paragraph shall be so construed as 














to exempt the owner of any vehicle using the public stands from paying the 
additional license tax provided in paragraph W of this section. 

‘Par, 14. That persons, firms, or corporations operating vehicles for hire 
or for the transportation of passengers in the District of Columbia with suf- 
ficient regularity to enable the public to take passage therein at any point 

itermediate to the stable or stand of such vehicle, or operate such vehicle 

ver a route sufficiently definite to enable the public to ascertain the streets 
anti avenues on which such vehicle can be found en route, shall pay license 
taxes as follows: For each vehicle with a seating capacity not to exceed 10 
nassengers, $6 per annum; for each vehicle with a seating capacity exceeding 
i) passengers, $12 perannum. No license shall be issued under the terms of 
this paragraph without the approval of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, 

“Par. 15. That real estate brokers or agents shall pay a license tax of $59 
perannum. Every person who sells, or offers for sale, as the agent for oth- 
ers, real estate, wherever located, including mining and quarry property, or 
who makes or negotiates loans thereon, or who rents houses, buildings, stores, 
or real estate, or who collects rents for others, shall be regarded as a real es- 
tate broker or agent: Provided, That the practice of a profession in connec- 
tion with the real estate business shall not exempt any person from the re- 
quirements of this paragraph who would otherwise be liable hereunder. 
~ “Par. 16. That persons, firms, corporations, or associations transacting 
the business of the purchase or sale of securities, stocks, shares, or certificates, 

ased upon an estimated value after a lapse of a certain period of time, or 
who andertalte to guarantee the holder of said securities, stocks, shares, or 
certificates certain sums of money based upon investments after the lapse 
of a certain time, or who promise to divide with the holders or investors 
of said securities, stocks, shares, or certificates, or with the heirs or assigns of 
such holders or investors, any_profit which may accrue from their invest- 
ments at maturity, shall pay a license tax of $100 perannum: Provided, That 
this paragraph shall not apply to any fire or life insurance company or 
building association allowed to transact business as such in the District of 
Columbia. 

“Par. 17. That railroad-ticket brokers shall pay a license tax of $25 per 
annum. 

“Par. 18. Proprietors of hotels shall pay annually $1 for each room pro- 





vided for the accommodation of guests: Provided, That no license shall be | 


issued for less than $30 per annum, dating from November 1. Every place 
where food and lodging are provided for transient guests shall be regarded 
as a hotel. 

“Par. 19. That victualers, owners of restaurants, oyster houses, cook- 
shops, ice-cream parlors, dairy lunches, or eating houses, by whatsoever 

ime designated, where food, meals, or refreshments are served to transient 
istomers, to be eaten on the premises where sold, shall pay a license tax of 
sis per annum: Provided, That this paragraph shall not apply to the propri- 
etors of hotels nor to private boarding houses where board and lodging are 
provided by the week or month. 

“PAR, 20. That owners, lessees, or managers of theaters having a stage 
and movable scenery used for the purpose of acting, performing, or playing 
any play, farce, interlude, opera, or other theatrical or dramatic perform- 
ance, or any scene, section, or portion of any play, farce, burlesque, or drama 

f any description, for gain, shall pay a license tax of $100 per annum: Pro- 
ided, That licenses may be phe for theatrical performances for one week 
on the payment of $20, and for less than one week on the payment of $10: 








ind provided further, That the proprietors of buildings other than theaters 
where exhibitions, lectures, or entertainments of any description are con- 
ducted for gain shall pay a license tax of $100 per annum; or for lesser periods 
as follows: Three dollars per day, or $10 for the first week, and $5 for each 
subsequent consecutive week: And provided further, That for entertain- 
ments, concerts, or performances of any kind given in church premises or 
private residences where the proceeds are intended for church or charitable 
purposes, and where no rental is charged, no license tax shall be required. 

“Par. 21. That every person who exhibits paintings, pictures, or works of 
art, or makes industrial, mechanical, agricultural, food, or floral exhibitions, 

ncluding cattle and poultry shows, freaks and museum attractions, side 

shows, and all other lawful exhibitions not otherwise provided for, shall pay 

‘ nse tax of $3 per day, or $10 for the first week onl $5 additional for each 
msecutive week, and for an annual license the tax shall be $100. 

Par, 22, That persons conducting concerts, entertainments, or balls to 
which an admission fee is charged, directly or indirectly, shall pay a license 
tax of $8 for each day or night. 

“PAR. = That proprietors or owners of any circus shall pay a license tax 
of $200 per day. 

" n+ 24. That owners or lessees of grounds used for horse racing, tour- 
naments, athletic sports, baseball, football, polo, golf, and kindred games, or 
where feats of horsemanship are performed, to which admission fees are 
charged or which are used for profit or gain, directly or indirectly, shall pay 

license tax of $20 per week or $5 per day. 

* PAR. 25. That owners or lessees of grounds or premises used for picnics 

rlawn fétes, or resorts where theatrical or musical attractions or other 
amusements are presented, to which admission fees are charged or which are 
ised for profit or gain, directly or indirectly, and which are not taxed under 
any other paragraph of this section, shall pay a license tax of $3 per day or 
$10 per week and $5 additional for each subsequent consecutive week, or for 
an annual license a tax of $100. 

* Par, 26. That owners or lessees of buildings used for skating rinks, fairs, 
carnivals, or amusements not otherwise provided for in this section shall 
pay a license tax of $3 per day, or $10 for the first week and $5 additional for 
each subsequent consecutive week, or for an annual license a tax of $100. 

‘PAR. 27. Thatowners or lessees of shooting galleries, fencing schools, pub- 
gymnasiums, places where firearms of any description are used, or schools 
where the art of self-defense is taught shall pay a license tax of $12 per an- 
1um: Provided, That no place of businessor shooting gallery where firearms 
are to be used shall be licensed until the inspector of buildings for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia shall furnish a certificate that suitable precautions have 
een taken for the public safety by the erection of iron shields and such ap- 
pliances as in his judgement may be necessary: And provided further, That 
before such license shall be issued the proprietor shall furnish to the assessor 
of the District of Columbia the written consent of a majority of the occu- 
pants and residents on the same side of the square or block in which the pro- 
sed gallery is to be located and also on the confronting side of the square 
fronting opposite the same. The major and superintendent of police is 
ereby authorized to prescribe the caliber of firearms and kind of cartridges 
to be used in such licensed places. 

“PAR. 28. That proprietors or owners of apparatus or machines known as 
merry-go-rounds, flying horses, or similar devices for amusement shall pay 
« license tax of $12 for the first week and $10 for each subsequent consecutive 
Week, or $3 per diem: Provided, That license therefor may be refused in the 
(discretion of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

“PAR, 29. That proprietors or owners of slot or automatic machines, so 
ca'led (telephones excepted), by which objects, pictures, or figures are pre- 
sented to public view or musical or vocal exhibitions are automatically given 
on the deposit of money or metal, or where a pecuniary consideration is re- 


ved for the use of said apparatus or machines, shall pay a license tax of $2 
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per annum for each machine or aggenetes Provided, That on the payment 
of a license tax of $50 per annum the number of machines at any one location 
shall not be limited: And provided further, That no license shall be issued for 
less than $2. 

“Par. 30. That owners or managers of Turkish, Russian, or medicated 
baths shall pay a license tax of $25 per annum. 

‘Par. 81. That owners or managers of massage establishments shall pay 
a license tax of $25 per annum: Provided, That no license shall be issued un- 
Cor es paragraph without the approval of the major and superintendent of 

volice. 

: “PAR. 82. That mediums, clairvoyants, soothsayers, fortune tellers, o1 
palmists, by whatsoever name called, conducting business for profit or gain, 
directly or indirectly, when permitted to practice their calling in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, shall pay a license tax of $25 perannum: Provided, That no 
license shall be issued without the approval of the major and superintendent 
of police. 

* Par. 33. That hucksters or produce dealers at large shall pay a license tax 
| of $12 per annum for each vehicle used in the conduct of their business. 
Licenses issued under this paragraph shall date from April 1 in each year. 
Every person who vends or sells fresh, smoked, or salt fish, meats, oysters, 
clams, shellfish, poultry, game, butter, eggs, vegetables, fruits, berries, can- 
| dies, nuts, groceries, or produce of any kind from a vehicle of any descrip 
| tion shall be regarded as a huckster. Every driver shall be furnished with 
a badge corresponding to the number of his license, which shall be wor I 
spicuously while transacting business, and a similar number on metal shall 
| also be furnished him which shall be attached to his vehicle: Provided, I 
no license shall be required of any person bringing to and selling at the sev 
eral markets produce of his own raising: And provided further, That rais- 
ers of produce shall not be exempt from the license tax imposed unless they 
sell such produce at the several markets, or by the wh« heoel in cart, wagon, 
or carload lots. 

‘**PaR. 34. That fuel hucksters shall pay a license tax of $5 per annum for 
| each vehicle used in the conduct of their business. Every person who vends 
or sells fuel, oils, gasoline, wood, coal, etc., from house to house from vehicles 
of any description shall be regarded as a fuel huckster. 
| “PAR. 35. That peddlers shall pay a license tax of $25 perannum. Licenses 
issued under this yornars oh shall date from April 1 of each year, and one 
person only shall be entitled to operate thereunder. Every person who 
vends or sells from house to house miscellaneous articles of merchandise or 
personal property of any description, either as a foot peddler or selling from 
a vehicle, shall be regarded as a peddler. 

“PAR. 36. That brewers or manufacturers of fermented liquors of any 
| description for sale, and brewers’ agents, shall pay a license tax of $250 per 
annum: Provided, That agent’s license under this paragraph shall only au- 
thorize the licensee to conduct his business with the goods of the brewer 
ras by such agent: And provided further, That a licensed brewer's 
solicitor, whose business is confined to soliciting orders for his principal, 
shall not be liable for the license tax provided for in this paragraph. 

“PAR. 37. That distillers or rectifiers shall pay a license tax of $250 per 
annum. 

“PAR. 38. Section 8 of ‘An act regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
the District of Columbia,’ approved March 3, 1893, is hereby amended by 
striking out therefrom the words ‘The fee for a wholesale license shall be 
$250 per annum, and for a barroom license $400 per annum,” and inserting in 
lieu thereof the words: ‘The fee for a wholesale license shall. be $300 per an- 
num, and for a barroom license $800 per annum.’ 

“PAR. 39. That billposters and persons engaged in the business of paint 
ing or placing signs or advertisements on land, buildings, billboards, fen 
or other structures in the District of Columbia visible from a street or other 
public space shall pay an annual tax of $20 before engaging in said business. 
No person shall place, exhibit, maintain, or continue any advertisement or 
poster except = such land, houses, buildings, billboards, fences, or other 
structures as the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may, in their 
discretion, authorize in writing for that purpose. The said written author- 
ity shall only be granted in resident streets upon application made in writ- 
ing and signed by a majority of the residents on the side of the square in 
which said display is to be made and also the side of the confronting square: 
| Provided, That nothing in this paragraph shall apply to persons who adver 
| tise a business, exhibition, or entertainment on the premises where the same 
| is conducted, nor to signs relating to the sale, rent, or lease of lands when th« 
sign or advertisement is on the land referred to in the said sign or advertis 

ment. Any person violating any of the provisions of this paragraph shall, 
| upon conviction thereof in the police court of the District of Columbia, be 
| punished by a fine of not more than $200, and after conviction of any such 
violation the offender shall be liable to a further fine of not morethan $1 ’ 
; each and every day thereafter that said violation of law shall continue 
“Par. 40. That owners or lessees of any buildings, structures, or tanks use 
| for the storage of any description of inflammable oils in quantities exces 
ing five barrels shall pay a license tax of $10 per annum and shall have the 
| approval of the fire marshal before license is granted. 

Par. 41. That owners or lessees of laundries operated otherwise than by 
hand power shall pay a license tax of $20 perannum. Owners or lessees of 
laundries operated by hand labor shall pay a license tax of $16 per annum 






































| “Par, 42. That proprietors or owners of intelligence offices, information 
bureaus, registries, or employment offices, by whatsoever name called, shall 
| pay a license tax of $10 per annum. 

“Par. 43. That dealers in second-hand personal property shall pay a li- 
| cense tax of $40 perannum. Every person who buys, sells, trades, exchanges 
| or deals in old gold, silver, jewelry, precious stones, iron, metals of all kinds, 
| cordage, tentage, hides, pelts, glass, rags, paper, ordnance, ship chandler’s 

stores, junk, furniture, clothing, or second-hand yp rsonal property of any 
description shall be regarded as a second-hand dealer. 
| * Par. 44. Pawnbrokers shall continue to pay to the collector of taxes of 





the District of Columbix 0) for license, and be subject to the regulations 

prescribed by existing | ; 
| “PAR. 45. Keepers of billiard, bagatelle, jenny lind, and pool tables, shuffle- 
boards, or any table upon which legitimate games are played within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for public use, or for profit or gain, shall continue to pay 
to the collector of taxes of the District of Columbia $12 per annum license for 
each table and be subject to the provisions of the act of Congress approve 
February 25, 1897, entitled ‘An act to license billiard and pool tables in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes.’ 
“Par. 46. An annual license tax is Ihe reby imposed upon the fol 
| classes of busin&éss, trades, and professions, namely: Boarding houses (pul 
lic), $1 per room; claim agents, $25; building and other contr fi 
riage or wagon making establishments, $ cigar dealers, $1 
establishments, $12; dealers of every description in the several markets, ex- 
| cept farmers and producers, $5; florists, $15; land and improvement com- 
| panies, $50; undertaking establishments, $25. 


“Par. 47. That any person violating any of the provisions of this section 
' 









lox 








| court. except as otherwise provided in this section. 









shall, on conviction thereof in the police court of the District of Columbia, be 
| punished by a fine of not more than $500 for each offense, and in default of 
| payment by imprisonment not exceeding thirty days, in the discretion of the 
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“Par. 48. That for the purposes of this section the word ‘person’ shall | additional copies of the report of the Daughters of the American 


guy and include firms, corporations, companies, associations, executors, 
administrators, guardians, or trustees; the word ‘agent’ shall signify and 
include every person acting for another; the word ‘merchandise’ shall sig- 


nify and include every article of commerce, whether sold in bulk or other- | 


wise; the word ‘dealers’ shall signify and include every person engaged in 
selling or offering for sale any description of merchandise or property. 
Words of one number shall signify and include words of both numbers, re- 


spectively, and words of one gender shall signify and include wordsof every | 


gender, respectively: Provided, That nothing in this section shall be inter- 
preted as repealing any of the police or building regulations of the District 
of Columbia regarding the establishment or conduct of the businesses, trades, 
professions, or callings herein named.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 234: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 234, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lien of the number proposed insert the number 
“8;"' and the Senate agree to the same. 

W. B. ALLISON, 


JAMES McMILLAN, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 


J.T. McCLEARY, 

J.G. CANNON, 

M. E. BENTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
AGREEMENT WITH CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW INDIANS. 
Mr. STEWART submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 

on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. ik 13172) to ratify and con- 

firm an agreement with the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and 

for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 

to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 16. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the | 


Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 19, 20, and 21, and agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Restore the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment and add 
at the end thereof the following: “Such citizenship court shall also have like 
appellate jurisdiction and authority over judgments rendered by such courts 
under the said act denying claims to citizenship or to enrollment as citizens 
in either of said nations. Such appeals shall be taken within the time here- 
inbefore specified and shall be taken, conducted, and disposed of in the same 
manner as appeals by the said nations, save that notice of appeals by citizen- 
ship claimants shall be served upon the chief executive officer of both na- 
tions: Provided, That paragraphs 31, 22, and 33 hereof shall go into effect 
"> ediately after the passage of this act by Congress;”*’ and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment insert 
the following: ‘‘and such intermarried white persons as may have married 
recognized citizens of the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations in accordance with 
the tribal laws, customs, and usages on or before the date of the passage of 
this act by Congress;*’ and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 


At the end of said amendment add the following: ‘*, all of said Mississippi | 


Choctaws so enrolled by said Commission shall be upon a separate roll;” and 
the Senate agree to the Same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the | 


Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter intended to be inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: “in good faith continuously resided;*’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter intended to be inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: *‘ continuous, bona fide;*’ and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the | 
Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: | 


In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: *‘ Provided, That occupants or purchasers of lots in town sites in 
said Choctaw and Chickasaw nations upon which no improvements have 
been made prior to the passage of this act by Congress shall pay the full ap- 
praised value of said lots instead of the percentage named in the Atoka agree- 
ment; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senats numbered 18, and agree to the same withan amendment as follows: 
Restore the matter intended to be stricken out by said amendment and add 
at the endthereof the following: ‘Provided, however, That nothing contained 
in this section shall be construed or held to commit the Government of the 
United States to any expenditure of money upon said lands or the improve- 
ment thereof, except as provided herein, it being the intention of this pro- 
vision that in the future the lands and improvements herein mentioned 
shall be conveyed by the United States to such Territorial or State organiza- 
tion as may exist at the time when such conveyance is made; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


Omit the word “Src.” before each paragraph number wherever it occurs 
and number the paragraphs consecutively; and the Senate agree to the 


same 
WM. M. STEWART, 
0. H. PLATT, 
JAMES K. JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
JOHN F. LACEY, 
JOHN 8. LITTLE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKenney, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 7,500 


| Revolution for 1890 to 1897, together with a historical preface 
| thereto. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
| lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
| A bill (H. R. 179) to amend the internal-revenue laws; and 

A bill (H. R. 14082) to provide for the construction of a bridge 
by the Duluth, Pierre and Black Hills Railroad Company across 
the Missouri River at Pierre, S. Dak. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

| The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
| had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution, and 
| they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 2978) for the relief of Joseph H. Penny, John W. 
Penny, Thomas Penny, and Harvey Penny, surviving partners of 
Penny & Sons: 
| A bill (H. R. 3519) granting an increase of pension to John 
| Marble; 

A bill (H. R. 6005) granting a pension to James A. Chalfant: 

A bill (H. R. 8327) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the 
protection of the lives of miners in the Territories;’’ 

A bill (H. R. 9187) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
A. Hammond; 
| <A bill (H. R. 9308) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
| P. Johnson: 

A bill (H. R. 10856) granting a pension to Jacob Findley; 
| A bill (H. R. 10964) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
M. Beebe; 

A bill (H. R. 11019) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
bestow medals upon First Lieut. David H. Jarvis, Second Lieut. 
Ellsworth P. Bertholf, and Samuel J, Call, surgeon, all of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service; 

A bill (H. R. 12056) granting an increase of pension to Warren 
C. Plummer; 

A bill (H. R. 12097) to amend the internal-revenue laws in re- 
| gard to storekeepers and gaugers; 
| A bill (H. R. 13123) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
| penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
| 1903, and for other purposes; 
| A bill (H. R. 13598) granting a pension to John J. Southerland; 
| A bill (H. R. 14182) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
B. Lynch; 
| A bill (H. R. 14247) to authorize the Charleston, Suburban and 
| Summerville Railway Company to construct and maintain two 
| bridges across Ashley River, in the State of South Carolina; and 
A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 103) relative to the disposition of 
| patent specification and drawing in the western district of Penn- 








| sylvania. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 179) to amend the internal-revenue laws was 
| read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
The bill (H. R. 14082) to provide for the construction of a bridge 
by the Duluth, Pierre and Black Hills Railroad Company across 
the Missouri River at Pierre, 8. Dak., was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


CHEROKEE INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. QUAY. I desire to call up for present consideration the 

| bill (S. 5956) to provide for the allotment of lands of the Chero- 
kee Nation, for the disposition of town sites therein, and for other 

| purposes. 

| There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

| Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 

| from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to say,in preface, that there is but one 
| committee amendment to the original bill, and that is a substi- 
/ tute. The entire bill originally introduced is stricken out—that 
is, all of the words after the enacting clause—and a new bill is 
inserted. Iask unanimous consent that the reading of the orig!- 
nal bill may be dispensed with, that the substitute be treated as 

the original bill, that the first reading be dispensed with, and 
that amendments may be disposed of as they are presented dur- 
ing the reading of the substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent that the reading of the original 
bill proposed to be stricken out may be dispensed with, and that 
the amendment taking its place be read. 

Mr. QUAY. And that it be treated as the original bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And that it be treated as tho 

| original bill for amendment. 

Mr. QUAY. For amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitute will be read. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is it the intention that the amend- 
ments intended to be proposed shall be offered during the reading 
or after its conclusion? 











1902. 


Mr. QUAY. I prefer that they should be proposed during the | 
reading. ‘The committee has no amendments. I have three or 
four unimportant ones to offer on behalf of the Indians, and I | 
understand there are one or two others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs report an amendment, which is to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert a substitute. The substitute will be 
read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the substitute, and read to the 
end of line 12, on page 31, as follows: 


DEFINITION OF WORDS EMPLOYED HEREIN. 


1. The words “nation” and “tribe” shall each be held to refer to the 
Cherokee Nation or tribe of Indians in Indian Territory. 

2. The words “ principal chief” or “chief executive” shall be held to 
mean the principal chief of said tribe. 

3. The words ‘** Dawes Commission” or ‘Commission’ shall be held to 
mean the United States Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes. 

4. The word “minor” shall be held to mean males under the age of 21 
years and females under the age of 18 years. 
“ §. The terms “allottable lands” or ‘lands allottable” shall be held to 
mean all the lands of the Cherokee tribe not herein reserved from allot- 
nent. 
6. The word “select’’ and its various modifications, as applied to allot- 
ments and homesteads, shall be held to mean the formal aqperetien at the 
land office, to be established by the Dawes Commission for the 
tion, for particular tracts of land. ; ae 

7. The words ‘‘member” or “*members” and “citizen” or “citizens” 
shall be held to mean members or citizens of the Cherokee Nation, in the In- 
dian Territory. 

8. Ever word in this act importing the masculine gender may extend and 
be applied to females as well as males, and the use of the plural may include 
also the singular, and vice versa. 


APPRAISEMENT OF LANDS. 


9. The lands belonging to the Cherokee tribe of Indians in Indian Terri 
tory, except such as are herein reserved from allotment, shall be appraised 
at their true value: Provided, That in the determination of the value of such 
land consideration shall not be given to the location thereof, to any timber 
thereon, or to any mineral deposits contained therein, and shall be made 
without reference to improvements which may be located thereon. 

10. The appraisement, as herein provided, shall be made by the Commis- 
sion to the Five Civilized Tribes, under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior. 


ALLOTMENT OF LANDS. 


11. There shall be allotted by the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes 
and to each citizen of the Cherokee tribe, as soon as practicable after the 
approval by the Secretary of the Interior of his enrollment as herein pro- 
vided, land equal in value to 110 acres of the average allottable land of the 
Cherokee Nation, to conform as nearly as may be to the areas and boundaries 
established by the Government survey, which land may be selected by each 
allottee so as to include ~ improvements. : , 

12. For the purpose of making allotments and designating homesteads 
hereunder, the 40-acre, or quarter of a a section, subdivision estab- 
lished by the Government survey may be dealt with as if further subdivided 
into four equal parts in the usual manner, thus making the smallest legal 
subdivision 10 acres, or a quarter of a quarter of a quarter of a section. 
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tor from Pennsylvania would let the words ‘five years after is- 
suance of patent’’ stand. It would be better, because the patents 
will not issue for a year or so. 
Mr. QUAY. Very well; I will not insist upon the amendment. 
Mr. TELLER. If I had been drafting the bill I should have 
made it ten years instead of five. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perrtus in the chair). The 
Senator from Pennsylvania withdraws the amendment. The 


| reading of the substitute will be resumed. 


The Secretary resumed the reading of the substitute and read 
to the end of line 9, on page 35, as follows: 


16. If for any reason an allotment should not be selected or a homestead 
designated by or on behalf of any member of the tribe, it shall be the duty 


| of said Commission to make said selection and designation. 


17. In the making of allotments and in the designation of homesteads for 
members of said tribe said Commission shall not be required to divide lands 
into tracts of less than the smallest legal subdivision provided for in section 
12 hereof. 

18. It shall be unlawful after ninety days after the ratification of this act 
by the Cherokees for any member of the Cherokee tribe to inclose or hold 
possession of, in any manner, by himself or through another, directly or in- 
er. more lands in value than that of 110 acres of average allotable lands 
of the Cherokee Nation, either for himself or for his wife, or for each of his 
minor children, if members of said tribe; and any member of said tribe 


Cherokee Na- | found in such possession of lands, or having the same in any manner in- 


closed, after the expiration of ninety days after the date of the ratification 
of this act, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor. 

19. Any person convicted of violating any of the provisions of section 18 
of this act shall be punished by a fine of not less than $100, shall stand com- 
mitted until such fine and costs are paid (such commitment not to exceed 


| one day for every $2 of said fine and costs), and shall forfeit possession of 


any property in question, and each day on which such offense is committed 
or continues to exist shall be deemed a separate offense. The United States 
district attorney for the northern district is required to see that the pro- 
visions of said section 18 are strictly enforced, and he shall immediately, 
after the expiration of the ninety days after the ratification of this act, pro- 
ceed to dispossess all persons of such excessive holdings of lands and to pros- 
ecute them for so unlawfully holding the same, and the Commission to the 
Five Civilized Tribes shall have authority to make investigations of all viola- 
ao of section 18 and make report thereon to the United States district at- 
orney. 
20. If any person whose name appears upon the roll prepared as herein 
rovided aol bewe died suncqnegat to the ist day of Saeseener. 1902, and 
fore eva his allotment, the lands to which such person would have 
been entitled if living shall be allotted in his name, and shall, with his pro- 
portionate share of other tribal property, descend to his heirs according to 
the laws of descent and distribution as provided in chapter 49 of Mansfield’s 
Digest of the Statutes of Arkansas: Provided, That the allotment thus to be 
made shall be selected by a duly appointed administrator or executor. If, 
however, such administrator or executor be not duly and expeditiously ap- 
pointed, or fails to act promptly when appointed, or for any other cause sach 
selection be not so made within a reasonable and proper time, the Dawes 
Commission shall Someane the lands thus to be allotted. 
21. Allotment certificates issued by the Dawes Commission shall be con- 


| clusive evidence of the right of an allottee to the tract of land described 


13. Each member of said tribe shall, at the time of the selection of his | 


allotment, designate as a homestead out of said allotment land equal in yalue 
to 40 acres of the average allotable lands of the Cherokee Nation, as nearly 
as may be, which shall be inalienable during the lifetime of the allottee, not 


exceeding twenty-one years from the date of the certificate of allotment. | 


Separate certificate shall issue for said homestead. During the time said 
homestead is held by the allottee the same shall be nontaxable and shall not 


therein, and the United States Indian agent for the Union Agency shall, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, upon the application of 
the allottee, place him in possessien of his allotment, and shall remove there- 
from all persons objectionable to him, and the acts of the Indian agent here- 
under shall not be controlled by the writ or’process of any court. 

22. Exclusive jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Commission to the 
Five Civilized Tribes, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to 


| determine all matters relative to the appraisement and the allotment of 


be liable for any debt contracted by the owner thereof while so held by him. | 


i4. Lands allotted to citizens shall not in any manner whatever or at any 
time be encumbered, taken, or sold to_secure or satisfy any debt or obliga- 
tion, or be alienated by the allottee or his heirs, before the expiration of five 
years from the date of the ratification of this act. — 

15. All lands allotted to the members of said tribe, except such land as is 
set aside to each fora homestead as herein provided, shall be alienable in five 
years after issuance of patent. 

Mr. QUAY. I move, in lines 11 and 12, on page 31, to amend 
the substitute by striking out the words ‘‘issuance of patent”’ 
and inserting the words ‘‘ the ratification of this act.’’ 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania why he moves the amendment. ; 

Mr. QUAY. I move the amendment at the suggestion of the 
Cherokees. They prefer that the title to their homesteads shall 
show upon its face the time from which the right of alienation 
commences. It is tomake it uniform, as I understand the amend- 
ment. 


lands are nonalienable. I think that is a mistake. 
is te short time after the patent issues. 

ir, 
that I offered the amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. The truth is, we ought not to allow the Indians 
to sell their homesteads for the next twenty-five or thirty years. 
Let them sell their other lands, but the lands which they take as 
an ought to be exempt from forced sale or even volun- 
tary sale, 

The experience has been, wherever we have put a limitation 
upon the sale, that when that time has been reached almost im- 
mediately the Indians sell the land. Up in Michigan I know a 
good many years ago there were a very Tones number of patents 


Five years 


issued with a five years’ limit, and within a few months, you may 
say, after the limit had been reached pretty nearly every Indian 
who had received his patent had sold it. The fact was, they com- 
menced sellin 
yery good d 


could not make a 
at I wish the Sena- 


it beforehand, although the 
The time is so very short t 


h 


Mr. TELLER. It undoubtedly shortens the time in which the | 


QUAY. It was at the suggestion of the Indians themselves | 


lands. 

23. All Delaware Indians who are members of the Cherokee Nation shall 
take lands and share in the funds of the tribe, as their rights may be deter- 
mined by the judgment of the Court of Claims, or by the Supreme Court if 
appealed, in the suit instituted therein by the Delawares against the Chero 


| kee Nation, and now pending; but if said suit be not determined before said 
|; Commission is ready to begin the allotment of lands of the tribe as herein 








provided, the Commission shall cause*to be segregated 157.600 acres of land, 
including lands which have been selected and occupied by Delawares in con- 
formity to the provisions of their agreement with the Cherokees dated April 
8, 1867, such lands so to remain, subject to disposition according to such judg- 
ment as may be rendered in said cause; and said Commission shall thereupon 
»yroceed to the allotment of the remaining lands of the tribe as aforesaid. 
Said Commission shall, when final judgment is rendered, allot lands to such 
Delawares in conformity to the terms of the judgment and their individual 
rights thereunder. Nothing in this actshall inany manner impair the rights 
of either party to said contract as the same may be finally determined by the 
court, or shall interfere with the holdings of the Delawares under their con- 
tract with the Cherokees of April 8, 1867, until their rights under said con- 
tract are determined by the courts in their suit now pending against the 


| Cherokees. 


Mr. QUAY. At the end of paragraph 23, page 35, line 9, I 
move to add: 

Said suit shall be advanced on the dockets of said courts and determined 
at the earliest time practicable. 

I will say in explanation that this litigation has been pending 
since 1898, and it is important in the settlement of the affairs of 
the Cherokees that the contention between them and the Deja- 
wares shall be disposed of early. I suppose there will be no ob- 
jection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

RESERVATIONS. 


24. The following lands shall be reserved from the allotment of lands hergin 
provided for: , 

(a) All lands set apart for town sites by the provisions of the act of Con- 
~ress of June 28, 1898 (30 Stats., p. 495), the provisions of the act of Congress 
of May 31, 1900 (31 Stats., p. 221), and by the provisions of this act. 

(b) All lands to which, upon the date of the ratification of this act, any 
railroad eng may, under any treaty or act of Congress, have a vested 
right for right of way, depots, station grounds, water stations, stock yards, 
or —— uses only, connected with the maintenance and operation of the 
railroad. 
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(c) All lands selected for town cemeteries not to exceed 20 acres each. 
(d) One acre of land for each Cherokee schoolhouse not included in town | 
sites or herein otherwise provided for. 
(e) Four acres for Willie Halsell College at Vinita. 
(f) Four acres for Baptist Mission school at Tahlequah. 
(g) Four acres for Presbyterian school at Tahlequah. 
(h) Four acres for Park Hill Mission school south of Tahlequah. 
Four acres for Elm Springs Mission school at Barren Fork. 
j) Four acres for Dwight Mission school at Sallisaw. 
k) Four acres for Skiatook Mission near Skiatook. 
1) Four acres for Lutheran Mission school on Illinois River north of Tah- 
lequah. } 
(m) Sufficient ground for burial purposes where neighborhood cemeteries | 
are now located, not to exceed 3 acres each. 
n) One acre for each church house outside of towns. 
(o) The square now occupied by the capitol building at Tahlequah. 
(p) The grounds now occupied by the national jail at Tahlequah. : 
q) The grounds row occupied by the Cherokee Advocate printing office | 
at Tahlequah. ; 
(r) Forty acres for the Cherokee Male Seminary near Tahlequah. 
(s) Forty acres for the Cherokee Female Seminary at Tahlequah. 
(t) One hundred and twenty acres for the Cherokee Orphan Asylum on 
Grand River. ; : 7 
(u) Forty acres for colored high school in Tahlequah district. 
(v) Forty acres for the Cherokee Insane Asylum. 
(w) Forty acres for the school for blind, deaf, and dumb children near 
Fort Gibson 
Mr. QUAY. I have been requested to move to strike out the 
word “‘ forty’ before *‘ acres’ in line 10, and to insert the word 
‘‘four.’’ That will reduce the acreage for the school near Fort | 
Gibson from 40 acres to 4 acres. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
The acre so reserved for any church or schoolhouse in any quarter section | 


of land shall be located where practicable in a corner of such quarter section | 
adjacent to the section lines thereof. | 








Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Tf offer the following to be inserted | 
immediately after the words just read by the Secretary as a pro- 
yiso. 

The Secretary. After line 15, page 37, it is proposed to insert 
the following proviso: 

Provided, That the Methodist Episcopal Church South may, within twelve 
months after the ratification of this act, pay $10 per acre for the 160 acres of 
land adjacent to the town of Vinita, and heretofore set apart by act of the 
Cherokee national council for the use of said church for missionary and edu- 
cational purposes,and now occupied by Willie Halsell College (formerly Gal- 
loway College), and shall thereupon receive title thereto; but if said church 
fail so to do it may continue to occupy said 160 acres of land as long as it uses 
same for the purposes aforesaid. 

Any other school or college in the Cherokee Nation which claims to be en- 
titled under the law toa greater number of acres than is set apart for said 
school or college by section 24 of this act may have the number of acres to 
which it is entitled by law. The trustees of such school or college shall, | 
within sixty days after the ratification of this act, make application to the 
Secretary of the Interior for the number of acres to which such school or | 
college claims to be entitled, and if the Secretary of the Interior shall find 
that such school or college is, under the Iaws and treaties of the Cherokee 
Nation in force prior to the ratification of this act. entitled to a greater num- 
ber of acres of land than is provided for in this act, he shall so determine and 
his decision shall be final. The amount so found by the Secretary of the In- 
tericr shall be set apart for the use of such college or school as long as the 
same may be used for missionary and educational purposes: Provided, That 
the trustees of such school or college shall pay $10 per acre for the number of 
acres so found by the Secretary of the Interior and which have been hereto- | 
fore set apart by act of the Cherokee national council for use of such school 
or college for missionary or educational purposes, and upon the payment of | 
such sum within sixty days after the decision of the Secretary of the Interior | 
said college or school may receive a title to such land. 

kro . : , r 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. By Article XIV of the treaty of 1866 
this provision was made: 

ArT. XIV. The right to the use and occupancy of a quantity of land not 
exceeding 160 acres, to be selected according to legal subdivisions in one 
body, and to include their improvements, and not including the improve- 
ments of any member of the Cherokee Nation, is hereby granted to every | 
society or denomination which has erected or which, with the consent of the 
national council, may hereafter erect buildings within the Cherokee country 
for missionary or educational purpos 3ut no land thus granted, nor build- | 
ings which have been or may be erected thereon, shall ever be sold or other- 
wise disposed of, except with the consent and approval of the Cherokee na- 
tional council and of the Secretary of the Interior. And whenever any such | 
lands or buildings shall be sold or disposed of, the proceedsthereof shall be 
ed by i society or societies for like purposes within said nation, sub- 
‘t to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 











There were a number of churches which, availing themselves of 
the rights under this paragraph, have improved quarter sections 
of land in different parts of the nation. They have erected ex- 
pensive school buildings thereon, buildings that will not be in- 
cluded in the limited area which it is proposed now to fix in the 
bill. 


The purpose of this amendment is simply to reserve the rights | 


these people have already acquired. If the bill should be passed 
as it stands it would be useless so far as depriving these people of 
the rights they have under the treaty of 1866 goes. There is no 
question that they can hold this land, and it is better in the bill to 
reserve the rights which they have under the treaty of 1866 and 
thereby avoid the number of lawsuits that will otherwise be en- 
tailed upon them. 





| the Committee on Indian Affairs. I hope the Senator from Penn- 


sylvania will agree that it shall go into the bill. 

Mr. QUAY. Is it an exact copy of the amendment reported in 
the other House? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; it is offered here just as the 
House committee reported it. 

Mr. QUAY. I will accept the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. lIask the Senator from Pennsylvania to 
yield to me to make a request, 

Mr. QUAY. Certainly. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BILLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. There are two bills relating to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, one in relation to taxes and tax sales and the 
other for the extension of a street line of railroad, which are very 
important. They are House bills and will take but the time to 
read to pass them. I ask unanimous consent that when this bil] 
is disposed of those two bills may be taken up for consideration, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Penn- 


| sylvania yield? 


Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator did yield, Mr. President. 

Mr. QUAY. I yielded. \ 
wa" PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the 
ills, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask consent that after the Cherokee 
lands bill is completed they may be considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator wants unanimous 
consent to take them up after the Cherokee agreement bill is dis- 


| posed of? 


Mr. GALLINGER. After this bill is completed. 
Mr. QUAY. After this bill has been completed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate has heard the re- 


| quest of the Senator from New Hampshire. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the request? 

Mr.GALLINGER. Thattwo District of Columbia bills, House 
bills, that will not take longer than the time to read them, may 
be considered at the conclusion of this bill. They are House bills, 
and it is very important that they should be passed. One relates 
to taxes and tax sales in the District, and is an important bill. 
The other proposes to extend the Eleventh street line of railroad. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the right ought to be reserved 
to object, because there are very few Senators in the Chamber, 
and there may be some who may object to the bills. I do not 
know as to that. I have no objection to their consideration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There will be no objection to them, I will 
assure the Senator from Arkansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any objection to the 
request of the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

CHEROKEE INDIAN LANDS. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 


| sideration of the bill (S. 5956) to provide for the allotment of the 


lands of the Cherokee Nation, for the disposition of town sites 
therein, and for other purposes. 

The Secretary resumed, at page 37, line 16, the reading of the 
substitute reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs, as fol- 
lows: 

ROLL OF CITIZENSHIP. 

25. The roll of citizens of the Cherokee Nation shall be made as of Septem- 
ber 1, 1#2, and the names of all persons then living and entitled to enrollment 
on that date shall be placed on said roll by the Commission to the Five Civil- 
ized Tribes. 

26. The names of all persons living on the ist day of September, 1902, en- 
titled to be enrolled as provided in section 25 hereof, shall be placed upon the 
roll made by said Commission, and no child born thereafter to a citizen, and 
no white person who has intermarried with a Cherokeo citizen since the 16th 
day of December, 1895, shall be entitled to enrollment or to parti te in the 
distribution of the tribal aes of the Cherokee Nation. , 5 

27. Such roll shall in all other respects be made in strict compliance with 
the provisions of section 21 of the act of Congress approved June 28, 15% 
(30 Stats., p. 495), and the act of Congress approved May 31, 1900 (31 Stats., 
p. 221). ; 

28. No person whose name appears upon the roll made by the Dawes Com- 
mission as a citizen or freedman of any other tribe shall be enrolled asa citi- 
zen of the Cherokee Nation. a 

29. For the purpose of expediting the enrollment of the Cherokee citizens 
and the allotment of landsas herein provided, the said Commission shall, 
from time to time, and as soon as > forward to the Secretary of 
the Interior lists upon which shall be placed the names of those persons 
found by the Commission to be entitled to enrollment. The lists thus pre- 
pared, when approved by the Secretary of the Interior, shall constitute 4 
part and parce! of the final roll of citizens of the Cherokee tribe, upon which 
allotment of land and distribution of other tribal property shall be made. 
When there shall have been submitted to and approved by the Secretary 0 
the Interior lists embracing the names of all those lawfully entitled to en- 
rollment, the roll shall be deemed complete. The roll so prepared shall be 
made in quadruplicate, one to be deposited with the Secretary of the Inte 











i 





pa 


| rior, one with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, one with the prin ripal 


This question was taken up in the House Committee on Indian | 


Affairs, and they recommended the amendment of the bill in the 


House which I have just had read. Itook the amendment which | jient of such infant children as may have been born to recognized and en- 


I have just sent to the desk from the House bill as reported from 


chief of the Cherokee Nation, and one to remain with the Commission to the 
Five Civilized Tribes. 

30. During the months of September and October, in the year 1902, the 
Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes may receive applications for enroll- 


rolled citizens of the Cherokee Nation on or before the Ist day of September, 
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1902, but the application of no person whomsoever for enrollment shall be re- 
ceived after the 3lst day of October, 1902. 

31L. No person whose name does not appear upon the roll prepared as 
herein provided shall be entitled to in any manner participate in the distri- 
pution of the common property of the Cherokee tribe, and those whose names 
appear thereon shall participate in the manner set forth in this act: Provided, 
That no allotment of land or other tribal property shall be made to any per- 
son, or to the heirs of any person, whose name is on said roll and who dea 
prior to the 1st day of September, 1902. The right of such person to any in- 
terest in the lands or other tribal property shall be deemed to have become 
extinguished and to have passed to the tribe in general upon his death before 
caid date, and any person or persons who may conceal the death of anyone 
on said roll as aforesaid for the purpose of profiting by said concealment, and 
who shall knowingly receive any portion of any land or other tribal property 
or of the proceeds so arising from any allotment prohibited by this section, 
shall be deemed guilty of a felony, and shall be proceeded against as may be 
provided in other cases of felony, and the penalty for this offense shall be 
confinement at hard labor fora period of not less than one year nor more 
than five years, and in addition thereto a forfeiture to the Cherokee Nation 
of the lands, other tribal property, and proceeds so obtained. 


SCHOOLS, 


32. The Cherokee school fund shall be used, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, for the education of children of Cherokee citizens,and 
the Cherokee schools shall be conducted under rules prescribed by him ac- 
cording to Cherokee laws, subject to such modifications as he may deem nec- 
essary to make the schools most effective and to produce the best possible 
results; said schools to be under the supervision of a supervisor appointed by 
the Secretary and a school board elected by the national council. 

33, All teachers shall be examined by said supervisor, and said school board 
and competent teachers and other persons to be engaged in and about the 
schools with good moral character only shall be employed; but where all 
qualifications are oun, preference shall be given to citizens of the Cherokee 
Nation in such ome oyment. 

24. All moneys for carrying on the schools shall be sea by the 
Cherokee national council, not to exceed the amount of the Cherokee school 
fund: but if the council fail or refuse to make the necessary appropriations, 
the Secretary of the Interior may direct the use of a sufficient amountof the 
school fund to pay all necessary expenses for the efficient conduct of the 
schools. strict account therefor to be rendered to him and the principal chief. 

5. All accounts for expenditures in carrying on the schools shall be ex- 
amined and approved by said supervisor, and also by the general superin- 
tendent of Indian schools in the Indian Territory, before payment thereof 
is made 

36. The interest arising from the Cherokee orphan fund shall be used, un- 
der the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, for maintaining the Chero- 
kee Orphan Asylum for the benefit of the Cherokee orphan children. 


ROADS. 
37, Public highways or roads 2 rods in width, being 1 rod on each side of 
the section line, may be established along all section lines without any com- 


pensation being paid therefor, and all allottees, purchasers, and others shall 
take the title to such lands subject to this provision; and public highways or 
roads may be established elsewhere whenever necessary for the public good, 
the actual value of the land taken elsewhere than along section lines to be 
determined under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior while the 
tribal government continues and to be paid by the Cherokee Nation during 
that time; and if buildings or other improvements are damaged in conse- 
quence of the establishment of such public highways or roads, whether along 
section lines or elsewhere, such damages, during the continuance of the tribal 
government, shall be determined and paid for in the same manner. 


TOWN SITES. 


38. The lands which may hereafter be set aside and reserved for town sites 
upon the recommendation of the Dawes Commission under the provisions of 
the act of Congress approved May 31, 1900 (31 Stats., p. 221), shall embrace 
such acreage as may be necessary for the present needs and reasonable pros- 
pective growth of such town sites, not to exceed 640 acres for each town site. 

3”. Whenever any tract of land shall be set aside by the Secretary of the 
Interior for town-site purposes, as provided in said act of May 81, 1900, or by 
the terms of this act, which is occupied at the time of such segregation by 
any member of the Cherokee Nation, such occupant shall be allowed to pur- 
chase any lot upon which he then has improvements other than fences, till- 
age, and temporary improvements, in accordance with the provisions of the 
act of June 28, 1898 (80 Stats., p. 495), or. if he so elects, the lot will be sold 
under rulesand regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, 
and he shall be fully compensated for his improvements thereon out of the 
funds of the tribe arising from the sale of the town sites, the value of such 
improvements to be determined by a board of appraisers, one member of 
which shall be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, one by the chief 
executive of the tribe, and one by the occupant of the land, said board of 
appraisers to be paid such compensation for their services as may be deter- 
mined by the Secretary of the Interior out of any appropriations for survey- 
ing. laying out, platting, and selling town sites. / 

0. All town sites which may hereafter be set aside by the Secretary of the 
Interior on the recommendation of the Commission to the Five Civilized 
Tribes, under the provisions of the act of Congress approved May 31, 1900 
(31 Stats., p. 221), with the additional acreage added thereto, as well as all 
town sites set aside under the provisions of this act having a population of 
less than 200, shall be surveyed, laid out, platted, appraised, and Sisposed of 
in like manner and with like preference rights accorded to owners of im- 
provements as other town sites in the Cherokee Nation are surveyed, laid 
out, platted, appraised, and disposed of under the act of Congress of June 28, 
Iss (30 Stats., p. 495), as modified or supplemented by the act of May 31, 
1%): Provided, That as to the town sites set aside as aforesaid the owner of 
the improvements shall be required to pay the full appraised value of the lot 
Instead of the percentage named in sald act of June 28, 1898 (30 Stats., 
p. 495). 

11. Any person being in possession or having the right to the possession of 
any town lot or lots, as surveyed and platted under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, in accordance with the act of Congress approved May 
31, 1909 (31 Stats., p. 221), the occupancy of which lot or lots was originally 
acquired under any town-site act of the Cherokee Nation, and owning im- 
provements thereon, other than temporary buildings, fencing, or tillage, 
= ul a ve the right to purchase the same at one-fourth of the appraised value 
42. Any person being in possession of, or having the right to the possession 
a any town lot or lots, as surveyed and platted under the direction of the 
- cretary of the Interior, in accordance with the act of Congress approved 
May 31, 1900 (31 Stats., p. 221), the occupancy of which lot or lots was origi- 
nally acquired under any town-site act of the Cherokee Nation, and not hav- 
ing any improvements thereon, shall have the right to purchase the same at 
one-half of the appraised value thereof 

‘5. Any citizen in rightful possession of any town lot having improve- 
ments thereon other than temporary buildings, fencing, and tillage, the oc- 
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cupancy of which has not been acquired under tribal laws, shall have the 
right to purchase same by paying one-half the appraised value thereof: Pro- 
vided, That any other person in undisputed possession of any town lot hav- 
ing improvements thereon other than temporary buildings, fencing, and 
tillage, the occupancy of which has not been acquired under tribal laws, shall 
have the right to purchase such lot by paying the appraised value thereof. 

44. All lots not having thereon improvements other than temporary build- 
ings, fencing, and tillage, the sale or disposition of which is not coroke other- 
wise specifically provided for, shall be sold within twelve months after ap- 
praisement, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, after due 
advertisement, at public auction, to the highest bidder, at not less than their 
appraised value. 

45. When the appraisement of any town lot is made and approved, the 
town-site commission shall notify the claimant thereof of the amount of ap- 
praisement, and he shall, within sixty days thereafter, make payment of 10 
per cent of the amount due for the lot, and four months thereafter he shall 
pay 15 per cent additional, and the remainder of the purchase money he shall 
pay in three equal annual installments without interest; but if the claimant 
of any such lot fail to purchase same or make the first and second payments 
aforesaid or make any other payment within the time specified, the lot and 
improvements shall be sold at public auction to the highest bidder under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, at a price not less than its ap- 
praised value. 

46. When any improved lot shall be sold at public auction because of the 
failure of the person owning improvements thereon to purchase same within 
the time allowed in said act of Congress approved June 28, 1898 (30 Stat., p. 
495), said improvements shall be appraised by a committee, one member of 
which shall be selected by the owner of the improvements and one member 
by the purchaser of said lot; and in case the said committee is not able to 
agree upon the value of said improvements, the committee may select a third 
member, and in that event the determination of the majority of the commit- 
tee shall control. Said committee of appraisement shall be paid such com- 
pensation for their services by the two parties in interest, share and share 
alike, as may be agreed upon, and the amount of said appraisement shall be 
paid by the purchaser of the lot to the owner of the improvements in cash 
within thirty days after the decision of the committee of appraisement. 

47. The purchaser of any unimproved town lot sold at public auction shall 
pay 25 per cent of the purchase money at the time of the sale. and within four 
months thereafter he shall pay 25 per cent additional, and the remainder of 
the purchase money he shell yay in two equal annual installments without 
interest. 

48. Such towns in the Cherokee Nation as may have a population of less 
than 200 people not otherwise provided for. and which, in the judgment of 
the Secretary of the Interior, should be set aside as town sites shall have 
their limits defined as soon as practicable after the approval of this act in 
the same manner as provided for other town sites. 

49. The town authorities of any town site in said Cherokee Nation may 
select and locate, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, a 
cemetery within suitable distance from said town, toembrace such number 
of acres as may be deemed necessary for such purpose. The town-site com- 
mission shall appraise the same at its true value, and the town may pur- 
chase the same within one year from the approval of the survey by paying 
the appraised value. If any citizen have improvements thereon, said im- 
provements shall be appraised by said town-site commission and paid for by 
the town: Provided, That lands already laid out by tribal authorities for 
cemeteries shall be included in the cemeteries herein provided for without 
cost to the towns, and the holdings of the burial lots therein now occupied 
for such purpose shall in no wise be disturbed: And provided further, That 
any park laid out and surveyed in any town shall be daly appraised at a fair 
valuation, and the inhabitants of said town shall, within one year after the 
approval of the survey and the appraisement of said park by the Secretary 
of the Interior, pay the appraised value to the proper officer for the benefit 
of the tribe. ; 

50. The United States shall pay all expenses incident to surveying, 
platting, and disposition of town lots, andall allotments of lands made under 
the provisions of this plan of allotment, except where the town authorities 
may have beenor may be duly authorized to survey and plat their respective 
towns at the expense of such towns. 

51. No taxes shall be assessed by any town government against any town 
lot remaining unsold, but taxes may be assessed against any town lot sold 
as herein provided. 

52. If the purchaser of any town lot fail tomake payment of any sum when 
due, the same shall thereafter bear 6 percent interest per annum until paid 

53. All lots or partsof lots, not exceeding 50 by 150 feet in size, upon which 
church houses and parsonages have been erected, and which are occupied as 
such at the time of appraisment, shall be conveyed gratuitously to the 
churches to which sack improvements belong, and if such churches have 
inclosed other adjoining lotsactually necessary for their use, they may pur- 
chase the same by paying the appraised value thereof. 

54. Whenever the chief executive of the Cherokee Nation fails or refuses 
to appoint a town-site commissioner for any town, or to fill any vacancy 
caused by the neglect or refusal of the town-site commissioners appointed by 
the chief executive to qualify or act, or otherwise, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, 7 his discretion, may appoint a commissioner to fill the vacancy thus 
created. 

55. The purchaser of any town lot may at any time pay the full amount of 
the purchase money, and he shall thereupon receive title therefor. 

56. Any person may bid for and purchase any lot sold at public auction as 
herein provided. 

57. The United States may purchase in any town in the Cherokee Nation 
suitable lands for court-houses, jails, or other necessary public purposes for 
its use by paying the appraised value thereof, the same to be selected under 
the direction of the department for whose use such lands are needed, and if 
any person have improvements thereon the same shall be appraised in like 
manner as other town property, and shall be paid for by the United States. 

TITLES, 

58. The Secretary of the Interior shall furnish the principal chief with 
blank patents necessary for all conveyances herein provided for, and when 
any citizen receives his allotment of land, or when any allotment has been so 
ascertained and fixed that title should under the provisions of this act be 
conveyed, the principal chief shall thereupon proceed to execute and deliver 
to him a patent conveying all the right, title, and interest of the Cherokee 
Nation, and of all other citizens, in and to the lands embraced in his allot- 
ment certificate. 

59. All conveyances shall be approved by the Secretary of the Interior, 
which shall serve as a relinquishment to the grantee of all the right, title, 
and interest of the United States in and to the lands embraced in his patent. 

60. Any allottee accepting such patent shall be deemed to assent to the 
allotment and conveyance of al! the lands of the tribe as provided in this 
act, and to relinquish all his right, title, and interest to the same, except in 

the proceeds of lands reserved from allotment. 

61. The acceptance of patents for —— and incompetents by persons 
authorized to select their allotments for them shall be deemed sufficient to 





peter anges 


ee remeatan 





| 


7506 


bind such minors and incompetents as to the conveyance of all other lands 
of the tribe 

62. All patents, when so executed and approved, shall be filed in the office 
of the 
until such time as Congress shall make other suitable = vision for record 
of land titles, without expense to the grantee, and such records shall have 
like effect as other public records. 


MISCELLANEOUS. 


63. The tribal government of the Cherokee Nation shall not continue 
longer than March 4, 1906. 
64. The collection of all revenues of whatsoever character belonging to 


the tribe shall be made by an officer appointed by the Secretary of the Inte- | 


rior, under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the said Secretary. 

65. All things necessary to carry into effect the provisions of this act, not 
otherwise herein specifically provided for, shall be done under the authority 
and direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

66. All funds of the tribe, and all moneys accruing under the provisions of 
this act, shall be paid out under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
and when required for per capita payments shall be paid directly to each 
individual by an appointed officer of the United States, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior. 

67. 
ness of said tribe existing at the date of the ratification of this act which 


may have lawfully been contracted, and warrants therefor regularly issued | 


upon the several funds of the tribe, as also warrants drawn by authority of 
law hereafter and peer to the dissolution. of the tribal government, such 
payments to be made from any funds in the United States Treasury belong- 
ing to said tribe, and all such indebtedness of the tribe shall be paid in full 
before any pro rata distribution of the funds of the tribe shall be made. 
The Secretary of the Interior shall make such payments at the earliest time 
practicable and he shall make all needed rules and regulations to carry this 
provision into effect 

68. Jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of Claims to examine, 
consider, and adjudicate, with a right of appeal to the Supreme Court of the 
United States by any party in interest feeling aggrieved at the decision of 
the Court of Claims, any claim which the Cherokee tribe, or any band 


thereof, arising under treaty stipulations, may have against the United | 


States, upon which suit shall be instituted within two years after the ap- 
proval of this act; and also to examine, consider, and adjudicate any claim 
which the United States may have against said tribe, or any band thereof 
The institution, prosecution, or defense, as the case may be, on the part of 
the tribe or any band, of any such suit, shall be through attorneys em- 
ployed and to be compensated in the manner prescribed in sections 2108 to 
2106, both inclusive, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, the tribe 
acting through its principal chief inthe employment of such attorneys, and 
the band acting through a committee recognized by the Secretary of the 
Interior. The Court of Claims shall have full authority, by proper orders 
and process, to make parties to any such suit all persons whose presence in 
the litigation it may toons necessary or proper to the final determination of 


the matter in controversy, and any such suit shall, on motion of either party, | 


be advanced on the docket of either of said courts and be determined at the 
earliest practicable time. 

€9. After the expiration of nine months after the date of the original selec- 
tion of an allotment by or for any citizen of the Cherokee tribe as provided 
in this act, no contest shall be instituted against such selection, and as early 
thereafter as practicable patent shall issue therefor. 

70. Allotments may be selected and homesteads designated for minors by 
the father or mother, if citizens, or by a guardian or curator, or the admin- 
istrator having charge of their estate, in the order named: and for prisoners, 
convicts, aged and safirm persons, and soldiers and sailors of the United 


States on duty outside of the Indian Territory, by duly appointed agents un- | 


der power of attorney; and for incompetents by guardians, curators, or other 
suitable persons akin to them; but it shall be the duty of said Commission to 
see that said selections are made for the best interests of such parties. 

71. Any allottee taking as his allotment lands located around the Cherokee 
National Male Seminary, the Cherokee National Female Seminary, or Cher- 
okee Orphan Asylum which have not been reserved from allotment as herein 

srovided, and upon which buildings, fences, or other property of the Chero- 
cee Nation are located, such buildings, fences, or other property shall be 
appraised at the true value thereof and be paid for by the allottee taking 
such lands as his allotment, and the money to be paid into the Treasury of 
the United States to the credit of the Cherokee Nation. 

72. Cherokee citizens may rent their allotments when selected for a term 
not to exceed one year for grazing purposes only, and for a period not to ex- 
ceed five years for agricultural purposes, but without any stipulation or oblit 
gation to renew the same; but leases for a period longer than one year for 
grazing purposes and fora period longer than five years for agricultural pur- 


Secretary of the Interior and not otherwise. Any agreement or lease of any 


prevent the assertion of its invalidity. 


Cherokee Nation and grazed on lands not selected as allotments by citizens 
the Secretary of the Interior shall collect from the owners thereof a reason- 
able 
Statutes of the United States shall not hereafter apply to Cherokee lands. 


of the provisions of this act shall not be in force in the Cherokee Nation after 
the ratification of this act by the Cherokees. 

Mr. QUAY. I move to amend by striking out paragraph 73, 
which has just been read, and inserting in lieu thereof what I 
send to the desk, which is the language of the act of 1901. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrftrary. Itis proposed to strike out paragraph 73, and 
in lieu thereof to insert: 

78. The provisions of section 13 of the act of Congress opecoves June 28, 
1298, entitled “An act for the protection of the people of the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes,” shall notapply to, orin any manner affect, the lands 
or other property of said tribe, and no act of Congress or treaty provision 
inconsistent with this agreement shall be in force in said nation, except sec- 
tions 14 and 27 of said last-mentioned act, which shall continue in force as if 
this agreement had not been made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading was resumed and concluded, as follows: 

74. This act shall not take effect or be of any validity until ratified by a 
majority of the whole number of votes cast by the legal voters of the Chero- 
kee Nation in the manner followipg: | , 

75. The principal chief shall, within ten days after the passage of this act 
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Dawes Commission, and recorded in a book provided for the purpose, | ’ ; F 
| The votes cast at such election shall be forthwith duly certified as required 


The Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be paid all just indebted- | 


| not appear to be any sections in the bill. 





r | special interest in the question. 
poses and for mineral purposes may also be made with the approval of the | 


grazing tax for the benefit of the tribe, and section 2117 of the Revised | 


| three pamphlets published as documents. j 
| being given, I will not of course be under the necessity of makin 
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by Congress, make public proclamation that the same shall be voted upon 


| at a special election to be held for that purpose within thirty days there. 


after, ona certain date therein named, and he shall appoint such officers anq 
make such other provisions as may be necessary for holding such election 


by Cherokee law, and the votes shall be counted by the Cherokee nationa| 
council if then in session, and if not in session, the principal chief shal] eon 
vene an extraordinary session for the purpose, in the presence of a member 
of the Commission tothe Five Civilized Tribes, and said member and the 
a chief shall jointly make certificate thereof and proclamation of the 
result. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
permit me a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ought there not to be some pro- 
vision here as to how the result of the ratification shall be co- 
municated to this Government? It ought to be communicated ¢, 
the President of the United States, I should think. 

Mr. TELLER. I should think so. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The laxguage now is “shall 
jointly make certificate thereof and proclamation of the result.” 
I move to add ‘‘and transmit the same to the President of the 
United States.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Connecticut will be stated. : 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 75, on page 56, at the end of line 
20, after the word ‘* result,’’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘ and trans- 
mit the same to the President of the United States.”’ 

Mr. QUAY. Ihave no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not desire to discuss the 
pending bill, but I wish to submit a few remarks, and, to keep 
within the rules of the Senate, I presume it will be in order to 
submit them on this bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator permit one other 
suggestion in regard to the pending bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think these paragraphs might 
each one of them be stated as sections of the bill. These are 
paragraphs as they appear in another agreement, and there do 
I suggest that every 
one of the paragraphs in the bill be stated as a section—section 1, 
section 2, section 3, etc. I presume that change can be made by 
the clerks. 

Mr. QUAY. That can be corrected at the Secretary’s desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection? The Chair 
hears none, and that order is made. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, for nearly two months I have 
been giving attention to a question that has excited considerable 
attention in the country. I refer to the suggested reduction of 
the duty upon Cuban sugar that may be imported into the United 
States. Asa member of the Committee on Relations with Cuba 
and as a member of the subcommittee appointed for the purpose 
of investigating that subject, I have been somewhat concerned 
with this matter. Representing in part a State which perhaps is 
as well adapted to the making of beet sugar as any other State of 
the Union, or perhaps any other section of the world, I have a 
On these accounts I do not be- 
lieve it quite proper for me to let this session of Congress adjourn 





Will the Senator from Colorado 


kind or character violative of this section shall be absolutely void and not | without submitting at least a few facts concerning the develop- 


susceptible of ratification in any manner, and no rule of estoppel shall ever | 
Cattle grazed upon leased allotments | 
shal! not be liable to any tribal tax, but when cattle are introduced into the | 


ments resulting from this inquiry and inserting in the Recor, if 
I may obtain permission to do so, certain statements which may 
have been made. 

I do not desire at this late day of the session to take advantage 
of the Senate by reading any considerable number of documents. 


73. Allacts and portions of acts or treaty provisions in conflict with any | but I have several on my table which I feel ought to go into the 


Recorp. I do not feel exactly justified in putting some of them 


| into the Recorp to swell that publication unnecessarily beyon( 


its usual size. I therefore ask to be permitted to have two or 


Consent to this end 


them a part of my remarks by reading them. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What are they? 

Mr. TELLER. They are pamphlets which I presume the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut has seen. I hold in my hand four of then: 
prepared by Mr. Truman G. Palmer, who appeared before the 
committee. I have looked through them, and I believe there 1s 
nothing in them which can be objected to. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks that certain documents be printed. - 

Mr. TELLER. I will designate them. One of them is a pal- 
phlet entitled ‘‘ The Deadly Parallel,’ on Cuban tariff reduction, 
being quotations from the Recorp and from the public press. 
I do not know whether the Senator from Connecticut has seen 
that pamphlet or not, but I can send him a copy if he desires to 
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examine it. Another one of the pamphlets is entitled ‘‘ The Story 
of Cuban Distress,’’ another ‘‘ The American Beet-Sugar Industry 
and the Proposed Cuban Tariff Reduction,’’ and still another is en- 
titled ‘‘ Press Comment on the War of the Sugar Trust Against 
American Beet-Sugar Producers,’’ containing quotations from the 
press of the country. All of these have been prepared by Mr. 
Truman G. Palmer. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, of course I can 
not interpose an objection to the request of the Senator from Col- 
orado to print as documents articles certain persons may have 
prepared relating to subjects under discussion in the Senate, but 
1 know that practice has prevailed; I do not believe in it very 
much, but it has become the custom of the Senate. If I should 
object to the printing of these papers as documents, of course the 
Senator could read all of them in his own time, thus taking up 
the time of the Senate, and therefore I do not make any objec- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand 
the Senator from Colorado to make the request for printing now? 

Mr. TELLER. I make the request. I also make the request 
that there may be published separately as a document a letter ad- 
dressed tome by Mr. Truman G. Palmer, which consists prac- 
tically of extracts from the testimony—a compendium of the tes- 
timony—taken before the committee. I aa that that letter may 
be printed also as a document, but separately from the others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks that the four papers first referred to by him may be printed 
as a document, red that the last-named one may be printed sep- 
arately as a document. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. TELLER. There is also another paper which should go 
in with the others I asked tohave printed. Itisastatistical chart, 
showing the growth of beet-sugar production in the United States 
from the first year, when the total annual product reached 1,000 
tons, to the season of 1902. Iask that that also may be printed 
as a document. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks that the paper now sent to the desk by him may be printed 
with the first four documents he presented. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and that order is made. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I want to submit some remarks, 
but not at any great length, for I know I should be regarded as 
unduly trespassing on the time of the Senate if I should occupy 
any considerable length of time at this period of the session. 

Since the committee suspended the taking of testimony one of 
the witnesses, Mr. Thurber, has sent a letter to the committee, 
which I shall read before I conclude. 

ALLEGED DISTRESS IN CUBA. 

Early last fall a good deal of interest was exhibited in this coun- 
try by reason of the statement published in a very public way 
through the press concerning the condition which was said to 
exist in the island of Cuba. We were told that the people of that 
island were in great distress. We were assured by many articles 
in the public press that unless some relief was furnished to the 
people of Cuba it would be utterly impossible for them to main- 
tain an orderly, decent, and respectable government. Such was 
asserted to be the case by some members of the so-called commit- 
tee that came here from Cuba who appeared before the Ways and 
Means Committee of the House of Representatives. One mem- 
ber of that committee since has been traveling around the coun- 
try and asserting that unless we shall give immediate relief to 
Cuba by a reduction of the tariff there will be revolution in the 
island. 

Mr. President, there never has been any reason for that state- 
ment; there never has been any condition in Cuba which would 
justify that assertion; there has been no distress in Cuba at any 
time which has called for the intervention of the Government of 
the United States. I assert that that has been positively proven 
before the Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Certain witnesses who appeared before that committee were 
exceedingly active and urgent in the effort to secure relief, as 
they said, upon the theory that there was a financial condi- 
tion in the island of Cuba betokening muchdistress. I refer now 
to the evidence of Mr. Louis Place, from the district of Matanzas, 
taken before the House committee. He made astatement before 
the committee on the 14th day of January, I think, and there are 
large numbers of similar statements which could be presented, 
but which Ido not now propose to present in order that I may 
save the time of the Senate. That statement, I think, will give 
a senna idea of the conditions and methods which have been 
pursued, 

[ want to assert, measuring my words as I go, that it is not an 
exaggeration to say that there has not been, since I have been in 
)ublic life, so patent and open an attempt to deceive the American 
people on any subject as there has been on this question of the 
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pecuniary condition of Cuba, relying upon a well-known charac- 
teristic of the American people of promptitude in responding to 
every call of distress. 

We were first told that there was distress—that there was starva- 
tion—in Cuba. We were assured that the condition was such 
that revolution would follow in a very short time unless Congress 
gave relief; and certain gentlemen having large interests in Cuba, 
while citizens of the United States, interested themselves to the 
extent of coming here and demanding of us, first, the admission of 
sugar duty free from Cuba. That demand, failing apparently to 
meet the approbation of Congress and the public, was modified 
and we were then asked for a 50 per cent reduction. 

Later, when they found that would not work, they insisted 
upon a reduction of 20 or 25 per cent. A number of the persons 
interested, including the present Chief Executive of Cuba, declared 
that nothing less than 50 per cent would be of any avail whatever 
to them, adding that they did not desire any help unless the re- 
duction should be equal to that amount. If the newspapers may 
be relied upon, the President of the new Republic, after reaching 
the island, announced that 20 per cent might be given, but said 
that it would be of no particular value to the people of Cuba, ad- 
ding that they would not consider this question settled with that 
reduction, but would try to secure a reduction of 50 per cent. 

WHAT MIGHT BE CONCEDED. 

Mr. President, I want to be frank about this matter, and to 
say that I believe there might have been a reduction of 20 per 
cent of the duty on sugar from Cuba to the United States with- 
out materially injuring the beet-sugar industry or the cane-sugar 
industry of the United States, but it could not have been allowed 
with the statement which has always accompanied the demand— 
namely, that 20 percent is only the entering wedge, and the in- 
sistance that there must be a furtherreduction. That statement 
has been made not only by those who are contending for a reduc- 
tion of 50 per cent, but by a large number of people who are con- 
tending at this time for only 20 per cent. 

The people of the State of Colorado this year will make 20,000 
tons of sugar, affording the farmer there a better outlook for a 
paying crop than he has ever had from anything that he has ever 
attempted to raise. And that remark as to the prospect applies 
to Kansas, Nebraska, indeed to all of the arid or semiarid region. 
It is a notorious fact that beets raised anywhere in the arid sec- 
tion, including Montana, Washington, Oregon, Nevada, and Cal- 
ifornia, are better, richer in saccharine, and of higher purity than 
those grown in any other portion of the world. We would think, 
if we had to raise beets with no higher percentage of purity and 
saccharine matter than those raised in some of the European 
countries, and with no better success, that our country was not 
adapted to the raising of beets. 

INTEREST OF THE SUGAR TRUST. 

Hence I say that this question is one of considerable importance 
to the people of the Western country. Yet, of as much impor- 
tance as it is, there was a very general disposition on the part of 
the people in our Western country in the commencement of this 
discussion to say: ‘‘ If this thing is absolutely necessary, we are in 
favor of granting some relief to Cuba; if Cuba isin starving con- 
dition, we want the Government of the United States to respond 
to that demand.’’ But it did not take very long before the intel- 
ligent people of that section discovered that the American Sugar 
Refining Company, or what is commonly called the American 
sugar trust, was active in supporting and urging the reduction of 
the duty on Cuban sugar. There was some demand made by the 
Cubans for a reduction of the duty on tobacco, bat if any Senator 
will call to mind the newspaper discussion of the question of 
Cuban tariff in the last three or four months he will bear me out 
that the tobacco question has been practically lost sight of. 
Why? Because this propaganda in favor of the reduction ofthe 
sugar duty was carried on by the American sugar trust, and that 
their interest was in sugar. Hence, while I do not know how 
much interest they may have had in tobacco, I do know that the 
newspapers dealt largely and almost entirely with the subject of 
sugar. 

Mr. President, I presented to the Senate a resolution and asked 
for an investigation by the Committee on Relations with Cuba, 
and I desired particularly to have the committee consider the fol- 
lowing points: 

First. Whether the American Sugar Company had bought a 
considerable portion of the sugar and had it on hand. 

Second. Whether a considerable portion of the sugar raised 
there was or was not raised by American citizens who were to be 
benefited, and not Cubans. 

Third. What was the cost of producing sugar in Cuba, and 
whether, if we made the reduction, the Cuban sugar producer 
really would get the benefit of it, or whether the benefit would 
go to the American sugar trust, in which I include all of the 
sugar refining concerns of the United States, without any par- 
ticular exception. 
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With reference to the last point, I would say that if the Ameri- 
can sugar trust, refining 65 per cent of the sugar refined in the 
United States, and actually controlling a concern which refines 
about 12 per cent more, as I understand, thus having the very 
large part of the refining business, was interested, every other 
refining concern must also have been interested. So we had every 
refining concern in the United States, headed by the sugar trust, 
advocating this reduction, advocating it, first, upon the ground of 
the necessity to assist the Cubans, and, secondly, upon the ground 
of an obligation to those people which we had incurred. It should, 
of course, be added that the scope of the committee’s inquiry was 
materially lessened by the action of the majority, but notwith- 
standing these limitations enough was developed to show that 
American holdings in Cuban lands are now enormous and rapidly 
increasing, and that the American sugar trust joined with the 
American government in Cuba in this raid upon our tariff system 
in the interest of Cuban products. 


OBLIGATIONS TO CUBA. 


Nobody has ever stood up and told the truth as to what that 
obligation was oris. There have been more misrepresentations and 
false statements made about that question than are usually made 
about any subject. We have been told repeatedly in the public 
press that, in the first place, we had deprived Cuba of her mar- 
ket, the idea being to convey to the American people the impres- 
sion that when we dissevered Cuba from Spain politically we 
destroyed her market, which was in Spain. There is not an in- 
telligent man inthe country who does not know that at all times 
when Spain was in control no considerable portion of Cuban 
products ever went to Spain, and that we did not destroy the 
market. Nor did we lessen the market in the slightest possible 
degree. The American market has been the market of the Cu- 
bans for all time, and that market we retain to them just as they 
had it when they were laboring under the burden of a miserable 
government put upon them by Spain. 

I do not think I need tospend very much time on this subject, 
and I will not do more than say in a general way that this Gov- 
ernment has performed every obligation it was under to Cuba. 
And I desire some Senator to-day, who thinks we ought to make 
concessions to Cuba, to tell me what is the obligation. No man 
yet has been able to tell what is the obligation which we have not 
discharged. We said we would give those people a government 
of theirown. We gave them a government of their own. We 
allowed them to create it as they wanted it, and we put it in 
operation, and for the first time in four hundred years there is a 
government of the people, by the people, and for the people in 
Cuba. 

We were told by some of the Cuban witnesses before the com- 
mittee that it was vain for us to relieve them of political burdens 
if we left them to stagger and fall under commercial and eco- 
nomic burdens, as if we had put something on them. They have 
the American market for their sugar, the market they have al- 
ways had for it, and they have had it freed of the burdens of 
taxation which they had long borne. 


WHERE THE DEMAND COMES FROM. 


The people of Cuba are not so ungrateful as these statements | 


would make them appear. In my correspondence from Cuba— 
and I have had some letters within a few days—the writers de- 
clare to me that there is no distress in Cuba, and that the Cubans 
are not mendicants at our hands and do not need our assistance. 
if the Cubans do not need our assistance, whence comes the 
clamor for it? I assert that it is the American sugar grower in 
Cuba and the American Sugar Refining Company in this country 
who have been at the bottom of this effort to change our financial 
system with reference to Cuba. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Colorado 
if he can state to the Senate how much American capital is in- 


vested in Cuba, and how much German capital is invested there? | 


Mr. TELLER. 

Mr. MONEY. You have not the figures? 

Mr. TELLER. I will tell the Senatorwhy. Iwas not author- 
ized in the committee to go into that question, but I can tell the 
Senator that I will undertake to demonstrate before an American 
jury, if that can be made so that I can do it, that American citi- 
zens to-day own more than three-quarters of the present sugar- 
producing capacity of that island. More than 75 per cent of it is 


I can not. 


in the hands of Americans, and American capital has been going 
in there within the last six months or a year at a rate in which | 


capital has gone into no other section of the Western world. 
I wish to say now that Cuba is the richest country on the 
globe. I was told by a reputable gentleman of high standing in 


Cuba that two years ago, in 1900, in eleven months the people of 
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Cuba transmitted from Cuba to a a hundred and fifty-three 

| millions of exchange. When I asked why, he said, ‘‘ The mone 

| was mainly owned by Spaniards, and we (he being a Spanish 

| lawyer) did not know exactly what would be the condition here 
and we do not propose to take any chances; hence we have sent 
our money over to Spain.”’ 

Mr. MONEY. If the Senator will permit me, I should like to 
ask him a question for information. When he mentions the 
amount of American ownership in proportion to the holdings in 
Cuba, does he mean that the property is owned by Americans 
resident in Cuba or alien Americans? 

Mr. TELLER. There are some residents there calling them- 
selves Cubans who are American citizens, but the greater por- 
tion of this holding of which I speak is owned by people who live 
within the United States, and do not live in Cuba an 
live in Cuba. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Speculators. 

Mr.TELLER. Speculatorsin Cuban land. Ishall not attempt 
to tell you about the holdings of these people. If you choose to 

| go to the Commission created by Congress to settle the question 
as to what is our obligation for the destruction of property during 


never did 


the war down there, you will find that these poverty-stricken 
Cubans have filed claims against this Government for more than 
$60,000,000, and I can point out eight persons who have filed such 
claims for $2,500,000 for loss of profit on the crop alone, 

I did not get up for the purpose of going into the details of this 
matter, except to say, and I want to repeat the statement, that J 

challenge anybody here to show that there is any distress in Cuba. 

| I have the evidence taken before the committee of the House of 
Representatives, where men who came here and talked about the 
distress there were compelled before they got through to admit 
that there was no distress in Cuba. 

In addition to the large amount of American capital that is go- 
ing into Cuba, there has been an immense amount of German 
capital going in, and also some English capital. Mr. Atkins, a 
gentleman whom a great many members of this body know per- 

| sonally, who owns or is interested in two plantations there, testi- 
| fied before the House committee that the greater portion of the 
| property of Cuba was held by Spaniards and not by Cubans, 
| That statement will be found in his testimony. 

REPRESENTATIONS TO CONGRESS. 

In order to make a fair and full presentation of this subject, I 
| ought to have an entire day. I know it would not be proper for 
me to ask so much time at this period, and so lam not going to do 
so. However, I do want to call attention to the character of 
telegrams that were sent here. I started to do that a while ago 
and was diverted. Mr. Place presented to the committee a tele- 
gram, when he came before it, telling about the distress in Cuba, 
| It read: 


Crisis more serious every day, calling for immediate remedy. Most ener- 
getic endeavors necessary to save country imminent disaster- anything 
preferable to such a calamity. 


President Matanzas Board of Me rchants, 
Here is another from the same place sent to another person: 
JANUARY 13, 1902. 
Immediate relief to Cuba situation absolutely necessary. Your most 
energetic cooperation solicited. Situation so serious prompt solution has be- 
come a question of humanity. 
BEA, 
President Matanzas Board of Merchants. 
| Iwish to stop long enough to say that Mr. Atkins, who came 
| here, as he her § for free sugar, and who said that Cuba had to 
| have 50 per cent reduction, at least, if it could not get free sugar, 
admitted that the laborers of Cuba were getting more pay than 
the laborers in the Southern States of the United States. He 
stated that laborers in Cuba were getting from $23 to $30 in gold 
/a month, and everybody knows that a laborer who gets $25 a 
| month in Cuba can live better than a man who gets $30 a month 
| can live in any part of the United States. . 
| Mr. Corwine, a gentleman from New York, and who, I believe, 
_is interested in sugar in Cuba, came before the committee, and 
| when he got here he had a telegram from some one, saying: 
Absolutely necessary something should be done for Cuba immediately. 
| Do not leave any stone unturned in promoting quick action. 
| He also had another telegram: 
| 


You have my hearty support and cooperation in your mission to Wash- 
ington. Absolutely necessary that something be done immediately in way 
of reciprocity with Cuba, not only for her sake, but for the manufacturing 


interests of this country. JOHN C. EAMES 


Then Mr. Corwine presented another from a Mr, Fuller: 

The entire business community of this city are, irrespective of party, 
deeply interested in securing reciprocal relations with Cuba. 

Mr. Atkins said in the course of his testimony: 

I do not wish to be an alarmist. I do not wish to say to what extent chose 
disturbances will go; but a people without employment, where the mas: . 
are uneducated, as they are in Cuba, always lay their first loss to the govern 
ment, no matter how good the government may be, etc. 








1902. 
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Any Senator who wishes to verify this excerpt can do so by look- 
ing at Mr. Atkins’s testimony. And before Mr. Atkins left the 
stand he declared that there were not laborers enough in Cuba to 
perform the labor that the conditions there demanded. I may 
digress to say that it is a historical and well-known fact that 
since we pulled down the Spanish flag and ran up our flag in 
Cuba 60,000 Spanish laborers have come from Spain on account 
of the urgent demand for laborers and the good wages being paid 
in the island of Cuba. 

CUBA’S RELATIONS WITH OTHER COUNTRIES. 


I wish to make a few remarks about the inability of Cuba to 
contract with other countries. This condition has been dwelt 
upon ad nauseam in the public press, and I have had letters from 
very well meaning people who have said to me that they thought 
I was cruel when I objected to a reduction of the duty on sugar, 
as they said, **‘ inasmuch as we have prevented Cuba from making 
treaties with other nations.’’ That is not true. There isno such 
prohibition, either direct or implied. I.did not believe at the 
time that the Platt amendment should be adopted. 

[ think now it was a violation of good faith on our part-—an 
unnecessary violation of good faith,in my judgment. But I said 
on the floor of the Senate when objecting to it that it was not 


objectionable because it took away or destroyed the sovereignty | 
of Cuba, and nobody then pretended that it did accomplish that | 


result. That was not my objection, nor was it the objection of 
anybody else who voted against it. Let us see what we did say 
Cuba should not do. We said: 


That the government of Cuba shall never enter into any treaty or other 
mpact with any foreign power or powers which will impair or tend to im- 


‘the independence of Cuba, nor in any manner authorize or permit any | 
rn power or powers to obtain, by colonization or for military or naval | 
purposes or otherwise, lodgment in orcontrol over any portion of said island. | 


That simply was 2 prohibition in the Cuban constitution, which | 


the Cubans put in, that they would not part with the sovereignty 
of the island, and it applies to us as much as it applies to any 


other power. We did not propése to take the sovereignty of the | 


island. The Supreme Court of the United States has already held 
that the Cubans are a sovereign people, and that so far as we are 
concerned Cuba is a foreign land. 

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator from Colorado allow me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr.SPOONER. The Senator has referred to what the Supreme 
Court has said. I wish to call his attention to the fact that that 
amendment provided for a permanent treaty between the United 
States and Cuba, which of course involved independence. 

Mr. TELLER. I am coming to that. That is the last thing 
here—that Cuba agreed that she would ultimately incorporate 


these things in a treaty with us, which, unless she was an inde- | 


pendent power, she could not do. 


[ wish to say, in order to hasten over this point, that every con- | 


siderable nation in the world has already recognized the Republic 
of Cuba. Great Britain has her minister there. France has her 
minister there. If Spain has not a minister there, she will have. 
We have ours there. Weare notin the habit of sending our min- 
isters to powers that do not have a sovereignty of their own; and 
if Cuba does not have absolute sovereignty, who hasit? We have 
not, surely. 

The next provision was: 

That said government shall not assume or contract any public debt, to pay 
the interest upon which, and to make reasonable sinking-fund provision for 
the ultimate discharge of which, the ordinary revenues of the island, after 
defraying the current expenses ef government, shall be inadequate. 


[ understand very well what was in the mind of Senators who | 


insisted upon that provision. There was a large debt that Spain 
owed and for which she had pledged the revenues of Cuba, and 
there was some fear in the island and here that some time there 
might be pressure brought to compel Cuba to adopt that obliga- 


tion and accept it as her debt. Nobody familiar with Cuban af- | 


fairs believed Cuba would do it, at least not while the control of 
the island was in its present hands or in the hands of the people 
who are there now. Then we declared— 

That all acts of the United States in Cuba during its military occupancy 


thereof are ratified and validated, and all lawful rights acquired thereunder 


sl be maintained and protected. 


_We also claimed the right to intervene if we thought interven- 
tion was necessary for the maintenance of peace. We intervened 
when the sovereignty was in Spain, and we can intervene to-mor- 
row if there is disturbance there, without interfering with the 
sovereignty of the island. 


Then we also provided, as the Senator from Wisconsin hascalled | 


to my attention, that those provisions should be put into a treaty 
with the United States. There is where we expected to exercise 
our strong influence over the Cuban people. 

he Senator from Wisconsin calls my attention to the fact that 
our right of intervention was to maintain their independence. 
That is the reason why we were tointervene. Thereisnosensein 


any body’s saying that Cuba can not contract commercially with 





any power in the world as she sees fit. She may have a tariff on 
importe that will give to Great Britain an advantage that she de- 
nies tous. I hope she will not enter into such an arrangement, 
but she may do so,and we can notcomplain if shedoes. That is, 
we can not legally complain. Ithink perhaps we might feel that 
we had some good ground of complaint. 

NO DISTRESS. 

I repeat that there is no distress in Cuba. I hadaletter froma 
gentleman giving a very careful detailed statement to me of the 
conditions there, written after three years’ residence. It is a pri- 
vate letter and I do not care to introduce it, but it is in accord 
with other letters I have received. In that letter the gentleman 
said that it was the finest place in the world for American capital 
and American enterprise, and I have no doubt it is. 

I have here ina pamphlet a few things to which I should like 
to call attention. I am not going to read the entire paper, but 
I wish to read certain extracts, and have them appear in the 


| RecorpD for the benefit of those who do not have the advantage 


| perhans of looking at all these documents. There came before 


the committee of the House”*of Representatives Colonel Bliss, 
who had been the United States collector at Habana. Colonel 
Bliss, who is an officer of high character, was asked this question: 
‘*Is there any distress at the present time in the island of Cuba?’’ 
His reply was: ‘* No, sir.’”? Being asked if the people were all 
employed, he said they were, and added: ‘‘I should say there 
was no distress whatever, from all I have seen.’’ 

Then again he said, when asked about distress: 
I have not spoken of distress except to deny that any existed so far asI 
knew. Itisa long time since I have seen anyones beggi on the streets, or 
anyone who wanted work who was not at work at good wages, 

That was on the 25th of January last, before the House com- 
mittee. 

On the 27th of January what I am about to read appeared in 





' one of the great dailies of this country, the New York Tribune. 


Ido not mean to charge that the New York Tribune had any 

especial purpose in publishing it, but I do mean to charge that 

| there was a propaganda here securing the publication of just such 

statements, and that the American sugar trust was furnishing in 

| part, at least, the money to procure such fraudulent and false 
statements. Speaking of Cuba, on the 27th of January the New 
York Tribune said: 

The public misery is terrible. Municipal counc 
for speedy solution of economic problem, to avoid il condition of hun- 
ger and calamities which will occur if efficient r , is not furnished. 
Laborers without work: there are no industries; commerce is ruined. Cuban 
people expect that the United States, the arbiter of this situation,will make 

| of Cuba a happy country, and nota landof mendicants 

That was published in one of the great newspapers of the na- 
tional metropolis as late as Janury last. Senators can imagine 
how thousands of good American citizens would feel when they 
saw that, and then heard that I and others were objecting to the 
relief of Cuba, which we were charged with doing because we 
were not willing to change our economic laws to meet the de- 
mands of the so-called appalling condition of the people of Cuba. 

Mr. Hawley, formerly a member of Congress, who had gone tc 
Cuba and bought for himself and associates there a large princi- 
pality of 60,000 or 70,000 acres of land or more, said: 

And anybody who comes there will be a competitor in the field of labor, 
and as all these people are now employed, how can they be distressed and 
starved? 

He was before the House committee asking for a reduction of 
the tariff. The question was that of distress, and to that he re- 
plied: ‘‘Who has said they are? Who has said they are starving? 
Nobody before the committee.” 
| Mr. L. V. de Abad, who was a self-constituted commissioner 
| from Cuba and who has repeatedly, if the newspapers do not do 
| him an injustice, said that no government could be maintained 
in Cuba unless we made a concession to Cuba on the tariff, ad- 
| mitted before the House committes that he was a sugar grower 
with sixty or seventy thousand acres of sugar land. The ques- 
tion was this: 

Then there is no suffering among the laboring classes, is there? 


He replied: 


il requests your support 





) 


| No; that is not the case, because living in Cuba is very high; it is very 
| expensive. 

Then he was compelled to add after stating this: 

The situation in Cuba to-day is that they have not enough laborers to do 
the work. 

Mr. President, who ever heard of a starving population where 
there is a demand for work beyond the supply? 

The New York Tribune again on the 2d of February had the 
following: 





HABANA, January 21. 
Cuban workmen's situation more pressing than ever. owing to economic 
crisis. Tariff concessions much wanted. Cuban Workmen League, com- 
posed of 10,000, appointed Commissioners Gamba, Place, Mendoza, their rep- 
resentatives, cal respectfully urge you bring influence bear on Congress in 
order to remedy immediately evils before it is too late. 
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WORK AND WAGES IN CUBA. 
Mr. Mendoza, one of these commissioners, said before the House 
committee: 
There is plenty of work for the workmen in Cuba to-day. 


And when the question arose in that committee whether Cuba 
could double her output of sugar, which somebody had said they 
could do, Mr. Mendoza and Mr. Atkins and Mr. Place and sev- 
eral other Cubans declared that that was impossible, because the 
labor could not be had. Mr. Atkins said: 

In my section I pay $23 for a month of twenty-six working days. 
has to pay $1 a day. 
wane price of labor in Cuba is in excess of the price of labor in the Southern 
states. 

He is the owner of a plantation of 14,000 acres and is interested 
in it. 

Mr. Kelly, who is the owner of a plantation of 9,000 acres, said: 

In our end of the island we are paying an average of $30 a month. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the date of that statement? 

Mr. TELLER. That statement was made on the 15th day of 
January. 

Mr. MONEY. If the Senator will permit me at that ,:point in 
his speech, if it does not interfere with him at all, the statement 
made by those two gentlemen as to the wages in Cuba compared 
with the wages of Southern agricultural laborers is made in ig- 
norance of the character of wages of the Southern farm laborer. 
It is true that in some parts of Cuba that may be true, but the 
average wages for farm labor, not engineers, or machinists, or 
mechanics, is about $20 a month; but in the South there are no 
money wages paid at all for farm laborers, but it is a part of the 
crop that they get, and the crop is one that takes the whole year 
to make and market. The workmen live on the place and stay 
there the whole year, and receive part of the crop for their labor. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. Place said that they paid in his part of the 
island $22 and $24 a month, and the evidence is that they paid as 
high as $30 amonth. They make two crops down in Cuba where 


Mr. Kelly 


they make one in the South, and in Cuba there is a longer season | 


to work. 
Mr. MONEY. Excuse me, they do not make two crops of 
sugar per annum in Cuba. 


Mr. TELLER. They make a crop of something else besides | 


sugar. They have a season practically twice as long as we have 
in the Northern States. 

Mr. MONEY. The Senator will permit me to say that they 
make but one crop of sugar. 

Mr. TELLER. Of course. 

Mr. MONEY. 


Mr. TELLER. Thisdemand for reciprocal relations with Cuba 
is not to be confined to sugar. That has been particularly pro- 
nounced because of the hand the sugar trust tookinit. What 


the Cuban is demanding includes tobacco and vegetables, the 


citric fruits, everything that we grow in the semitropical region | 


of the United States. 

I wish to read what Mr. Hawley said. 
from one of the documents I have asked to have published, and 
I wish to say that in every case where we called witnesses who 
made reference tothe statements of others as to the statements of 


Mr. Hawley and Mr. Atkins, the page is given in the report of 


the evidence so that it can be readily found. Mr. Hawley said, 
on page 372 of the House report, on the 24th of January: 

All that seek employment are employed. 

Mr. Atkias said, on page 15, on the 15th of January: 

The men are not to be had, and in order to increase the cane crop of Cuba, 
I think you would have to import the labor to make it. 
Under normal conditions, sir, the labor in Cuba is not sufficient to go 
und, 
Mr. Rabidan, who was one of the Commission, said: 
Since the American occupation there has been a Spanish immigration of 
60.000 laborers. 

I have asked for the printing of the document from which these 
extracts are taken, and therefore I do not care about reading any 
more from it. 


ary 


THE BILL. 


I wish now to call attention to the bill which passed the House 
of Representatives to provide for reciprocal trade relations with 
Cuba. Without reading it, I ask that I may put it at the end of 
my remarks as it passed the House. [See Appendix.] This bill 
provides for a reduction of 20 per cent in the duty on raw sugar 
coming from Cuba to the United States. It also provides for a 
tariff reduction which is equivalent to about 12} cents per hun- 
dred on refined sugar, which is called the differential. It further 


HOUSE 


provides that this reciprocal relation shall not take effect until | 


such time as Cuba shall enact immigration, exclusion, and con- 
tract-labor laws and shall enter into a commercial agreement with 
the United States. I hardly know what is meant by the bill’s 
reference to ‘‘ exclusion ’’ laws, but I suppose it means that Cuba 
must adopt the Chinese-exclusion law. They have now about 
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20,000 Chinamen in the island, according to the testimony of Mr. 


And on that land they raise nothing but sugar. | 
They do not plant. on an averege, more than once in fifteen years. | 


I am now reading | 
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Atkins. 
ment. 
and some Chinamen into Cuba. 
going in. 

Up to the time that this bill passed the House it had been very 
acceptable to the sugar trust, but I think that when the 12) 
cents a hundred was taken off the duty on refined sugar there 
was a great and immediate falling off of interest on its part. 

Mr. SPOONER. And the beet-sugar people, too? 

Mr. TELLER. No; not on the part of the beet-sugar people. 

| We offered to accept that bill if the advocates of reciprocity, as 
presented, would take it. 

The evidence we took before the Senate committee will show 
that the American Sugar Company or the Havemeyer Company, 
through their regular officers, were preparing articles that ap. 

| peared in the public press, and also preparing pamphlets and 
pubiishing in what are called the ‘‘ patent-inside’’ papers pro- 
fessed editorials describing the necessity of immediate aid to 
Cuba because of her distress. It will also appear from Mr. Thur- 
ber’s evidence before the committee that when he went to Mr. 
Havemeyer Mr. Havemeyer handed him his check for $2,500. 

Mr. Thurber was employed by the military government of 
Cuba, and admitted before the committee that he had published 
three editions of 80,000 each, addressed ‘‘ To the Best Thought of 
the United States,’’ and paid for, he said, by the Cuban commit- 
tee. Since he went home he has remembered that instead of 
three there were four of those editions. I hold in my hand a copy 
of his letter saying that he had overlooked the fact that there was 
a fourth edition and admitting that there were four. 

Mr. MONEY. Paid by the committee? 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no; these bills were paid by the military 
government of Cuba. When he was before the committee he 
said he thought the advertising had been paid for by the Cuban 
committee. That committee had paid part of his expenses, but 
the military government had also paid part of it. He then said 
| there had been three payments by the government of $2,880 each, 
but on returning home he found that there was still another pay- 
ment to be accounted for,and that eleven thousand and some odd 
dollars had been paid by the Cuban military government for the 
purpose of reaching ‘‘the best thonght’’ in the United States 
and showing the necessity of immediate relief. I think it well to 
print here the text of Mr. Thurber’s letter to make the record 
| complete. It is as follows: 

UNITED STATES EXPORT ASSOCIATION, 
New York, June 20, 1902. 


I supposed there were more, but I am taking his state- 
Last year there was an immigration of seven hundred 
There is no law to prevent their 


Hon. O. H. PLATT, 
Chairman Committee on Cuban Affairs, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Sir: In examining the publication work which I did in connection 

with securing a reduction in the tariff on Cuban products, I find that there 

| was one edition of 20,000 documents paid for by the United States military 

government of Cuba, which I supposed was paid for by the Cuban commit- 

tee, making four instead of three editions paid for by the military govern 

ment, as I testified when before your committee. 

I therefore wish to have my testimony amended in this respect, or, if it 

is too late to do this, kindly have the above correction printed in connection 
with my testimony; also, will you kindly inform Senator Teller. 


Yours, very truly, 
F. B. THURBER. 
IN CASE OF A TREATY. 

Mr. President, I want to say a word or two about the impro- 
priety, as it seems to me, of our giving a concession of this kind 
to Cuba. We allow Cuba to have labor laws to suit herself 

| while giving a reduction to our Asiatic subjects of only 25 per 
cent and enforcing our labor laws there. I need not dilate upon 
that. I think any Senator can see the impropriety of it. I am 
admonished that I ought not to take too much time on this matter. 

Mr. MONEY. You have plenty of time. 

Mr. TELLER. I do want to say a word or two, though, Mr. 
President, about the labor of Cuba. We are told by the public 
press that while no effort will be made at this session to secure 
any concession in the way of a reduction of duty, at the next 
session of Congress we will be met with a treaty. 1 want to say 

| that I think it will be exceedingly unfair to the American sugar 

| growers, whether cane or beet, to make any concession to Cuba 
and allow Cuba to maintain her present labor laws, to do her 

| work with Chinese labor and menial labor of that class, and ex- 
pect the American sugar growers of Colorado, Kansas, or Loul- 
siana or Texas to compete with their cheap Chinese labor. I hope 
that the friends of concession, if they are going to present such a 
scheme to us at the next session, will be wise enough to see that 
it contains a provision that Cuba’s labor laws must be like unto 
our labor laws. 

IS THE TARIFF TOO HIGH? 

I wish also to say a word about the reduction of duty on sugar. 
| I have been told by a number of gentlemen, and I have seen the 
| statement in the public press, that the sugar duty is very much too 
‘high. Possibly that is true. It was not thought too high when 
| the Dingley tariff bill passed. Nobody then suggested—at least, 
| the friends of the bill did not—that the duty was too high, and 
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this proposition to reduce the tariff on Cuban products has not 
come from the men who complained of the high tariff in the 
Dingley law. 

I think all will agree that peteee the present tariff is unneces- 


sarily high upon some articles. So far as I am concerned (and 
of course I speak for myself only on this matter), I am quite pre- 
pared to join our friends on the other side of the Chamber in a 
proper reduction of tariff to meet the changed conditions since 
1897, when the Dingley bill was passed. But, Mr. President, I do 
not intend, while I stay here, to give my approval to a reduction 
upon the only artiticle on which the American farmer has any 
real protection. 

You have gone through the form of putting a tariff upon wheat. 
Everybody knows that it cuts no figure in the affairs of this coun- 
try whatever. Here is an article that the farmers in 24 States 
can raise with profit—beets that make sugar—and now the pur- 
pose is to take the tariff off sugar and maintain the tariff upon 
steel and a hundred other things that the farmer has to buy that 
have risen in price since the tariff law was passed, I think, from 
25 to 40 per cent. The farmer pays for every pound of steel, of 
nails, of iron, that he buys from 25 to 40 per cent more than he 
paid when the Dingley law was enacted. When you are ready to 
take 25 per cent of the duty off of your steel and iron and come 
to us, I say, as a representative of the sugar growers ‘of the West, 
that I will agree for my people that we will take a like proportion 
off the duty on sugar. But I mean to see that you do not get it 
off of sugar unless you get it off of other things. A prominent 
member of your party in the House of Representatives said this 
ought to be entitled ‘‘A bill to protect the trust at the expense of 
the American farmer,’ and that is what it is; that is its purpose. 

Mr. President, we can make all the sugar that we need in the 
United States, provided we can have a fair degree of protection, 
a protection on lines of equity with every other article that is 
protected. We do not ask any more protection for sugar than 
we will give to cotton cloth and every other thing that is manu- 
factured in the United States, but we do insist that there is a re- 
ciprocity in protection which must be maintained. There must 
be a relative relation to one article with others in the way of a 
tariff, and that we are going to insist upon. 
sugar in the United Statesif you take off 50 per cent of the tariff. 
There is not a manufacturer of sugar in the United States who 
will not shut up with 50 per cent reduction on the present sugar 
duty unless you should choose, as we did some years ago, to offer 
a bounty. 

7 A BOUNTY TO CUBA AT OUR EXPENSE. 


I am not a free trader, Mr. President, myself. I belong to the 
old early school that believed in protection to a degree that equal- 
ized conditions. 
in other countries, as capital was higher with us, we wanted to 
put our people upon an equality by giving them the benefit of a 
fair tariff. 


The worst free trader I ever knew in my life never proposed a | 


thing so infamous and so partial as that bill proposes. 
simply to take the tariff off of sugar; the proposition there is to 
take out of the pocket of the American sugar grower 20 per cent 
of his protection and hand it over to his competitor. It is, in 
other words, Mr. Presidertt, an attempt to give a bounty to the 
sugar grower of Cuba. If any man can defend it on the lines of 
protection or within the lines of decent free trade, I have yet to 
hear him do so. 

We can not raise sugar if we give a bounty to sugar grown in 
Cuba or anywhere else outside the United States, and that is what 
is proposed. 
in Louisianaand Texasand in Coloradoand Kansasand Michigan 
do not submit to so trifling a reduction as 20 per cent, when that 
20 per cent taken from us is to be paid to other people, according 
to your theory, and according to mine to be paid to the great 
American monopoly, the sugar trust. 


EFFORTS TO DESTROY AMERICAN SUGAR MAKING. 


We car. not make | 


As we paid more for our labor than they paid | 


| 


It is not | 


which was presented to the committee from one gentleman who 
said that he had bought 150,000 acres of Cuban sugar lands within 
the last year. A gentleman connected with one of the great rail- 
roads in this country has admitted that he has bought 64,000 acres 
in Cuba within a year. There has been not one such purchase 
only, but a dozen or twenty such purchases. Those men have 
not gone into this business in a very small way. This is the day 
of large accounts and great transactions, and the new plantation 
in Cuba which does not contain 75,000 or 100,000 acres—and they 
do not always know how many acres their plantations contain— 
does not amount toanything. Toone gentleman who came be- 
fore the committee, I said: ‘‘ You have been buying some sugar 
lands down in Cuba.’’ He said: ‘‘ Yes; not my company, but I 
have joined with some other gentlemen in buying sugar lands 
there.’’ I said: ‘‘How much have you bought?’ ‘* Well,’’ he 
said, ‘‘I do not know; it is between 70,000 and 90,000 acres; but 
J do not know the exact amount.’’ ‘* What did you pay for it?”’ 
Ilasked. He replied: ‘‘ In the neighborhood of $400,000.”’ 

Why, Mr. President, sugar lands have been bought in Cuba 
for a dollar an acre, and yet the very men who have gone down 
there and bought those sugar lands and invested thousands and 
tons of thousands of dollars in land and in buildings for making 
sigar come up here and tell us that, unless we change our eco- 
nomic system in this country to meet conditions in Cuba, they 
will lose money. 

Mr. President, sugar can be made in Cuba for a cent a pound. 
If the Committee on Relations with Cuba had allowed me to go 
into that question, I should have proved beyond question that for 
between 1 cent and 1.35 cents the great body of sugar produced 
in Cuba has been made. 

SUGAR TRUST HOLDINGS. 

I beg the indulgence of the Senate for a few moments that I 
may call attention to one other phase of this question. The evi- 
dence taken before the committee shows that Mr. Havemeyer, 
the head of the American sugar trust, and his friends and people 
who are more or less connected with them in the production and 
refining of sugar, own 13 enormous sugar estates in Cuba, cov- 
ering over half a million acres of sugar lands, each estate 
equipped with an extensive sugar factory. While but a small 
per cent of their lands is now in sugar cane, their production is 
nearly 190,000 tons. A tariff reduction of 20 per cent would mean 
for them a profit of $1,425,000 a year. 

The testimony also shows that Americans, principally residents 
in the United States and Europe, own 1,500,000 acres of cane 
land in Cuba, of which 330.000 acres are or have been in cane, 
capable of producing 825,000 tons of sugar, and the proposed re- 
duction of the tariff on that production would give something 
over $6,000,000, an absolute gift, Mr. President, to these Ameri- 
cans who are raising sugar in Cuba, provided that it is not taken 
and absorbed entirely by the refineries of the United States. 

I think it is certainly safe to say that none of the proceeds from 
this reduction of five or six million dollars will reach the poor 
people of Cuba. There is a gentleman by the name of Newman 


| Terry residing in Paris who is a citizen of the United States, who 


Then you wonder why the people who raise sugar | 


Last year the American sugar trust went into the Missouri | 


Valley country and put their sugar on the market at a cent and a 
half a pound below the price for which it was selling in the city 
of New York, where the refineries are located. They expected by 


made their boast that they would do that. They put great quan- 
tities of sugar on the market and compelled the beet-sugar refin- 
ers in the Western country to store their sugar, and they are 
storing it yet. They made no secret that they intended to destroy 
the beet-sugar industry of the United States. Mr. Atkins said 
before the committee of the House of Representatives that he did 
not believe in encouraging the domestic production of sugar; that 
we ought to buy our sugar of Cuba. That statement, of course, 
was made because he raised sugar there. 

here are a dozen men connected with the great sugar trust 


. : | we have paid for sugar in twelve years. 
that means to destroy the sugar industry in the West, and they | , I 


is a large property owner in Cuba, and who has filed immense 
bills against the Government before the Spanish Claims Commis- 
sion. He has factories in Cuba on his several estates, which it is 
said are capable of producing 47,000 tons of sugara year. He 
alone would receive, if the reduction inured to the benefit of 
those who make sugar, $357,000 of this 20 per cent reduction. 

Mr. Terry has filed a claim against the United States Govern- 
ment for $2,754,302 for losses sustained on his several estates by 
reason of the Cuban war. He is said to live in Paris, and to ex- 
pend at the rate of half a million dollars ayear. He is one of the 
people who will receive the benefit if this reduction goes to those 
who raise sugar. Indeed, if the benefit of the reduction goes to 
the people who raise sugar, 75 per cent of it will go to American 
citizens, and more than $3,000,000 will go to persons who live in 
the United States and make sugar in Cuba. 

AMERICAN CONSUMPTION OF SUGAR. 

Now, sir, in my judgment, every interest of the American peo- 
ple demands that we should encourage the making of sugar in the 
United States. I have here a statement of the amount of money 
This is the amount wo 

aid for foreign sugar, and at the wholesale prices of sugar, which 
as come into the United States in twelve years. The total for 
twelve years is $1,160,283,667. The table is as follows: 

Value of sugar imported into the United States from 1890 to 1901, inclusive. 





Rh SS Daa $99, 066,181 
Te a spain EET Mc ccnensdnuneconnotues 60, 472, 749 
Td in ke art arses oe 5 eae 94, 964, 120 

iddchscodens A EA es wdheistcinineire agekieal 100, 250, 974 
NN Da lie cates Rs ws encotevetuabinntnd 90), 487, 800 
a he 76, 462, 836 — : 
| RS 89, 219, 773 Total for 12 years .. 1, 160,283, 667 


Every year our consumption of sugar grows larger and larger. 


who have great plantations down in Cuba. We have a letter ' Dr. Wiley, the chemist of the Agricultural Department, esti- 
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mates that in 1911, nine years from now, the consumption of 
sugar in the United States will be 3,333,500 tons. Reckoning the 





retail price at 4 cents a pound, which is less than is now being | 


paid, the American people will pay for this item of food alone 
$298,000,000. The estimate of Dr. Wiley is made upon the con- 
tinued increase of consumption by American citizens during the 
last twenty years. He expresses the opinion that in 1921 our con- 
sumption of sugar will be 4,723,500 tons. I want to say that this 
calculation is not based upon the average increase for twenty 


years, which is nearly 7 per cent, but Dr. Wiley has cut it down | 
to 44 per cent, thinking, perhaps, that in the future the increase | 


might not be so great; and yet at 4 cents a pound the cost to the 
American people will be $453,000,000. 

Mr. President, I want to know whether anybody believes it is 
good policy for us to discourage the production of American sugar 
on the American Continent; whether it is well for us to depend 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JUNE 27, 





| tariffs is certain to be attended with more friction than advantage; that, so 
far from conducing to universal peace in trade and commerce, it is certain 
to provoke and promote commercial warfare. Whether we make ducks or 
drakes of our tariff system through special trade treaties, or through the 
| adoption of the maximum and minimum juggle, the result must always be 
the same—namely, trouble. The wiser plan is to leave our tariff system ag 
it is until we get ready to sweep away all tariffs. 


I wish Senators would take the pains to look at the testimony 
| taken before the House Committee on Ways and Means, and also 
the testimony taken before the Committee on Relations with 
Cuba of the Senate at the latter part of this session, so that if at 
the next session of Congress there shall be an effort made to re- 
duce the duty on sugar the Senate will be prepared to consider it. 

I should like to say again that I shall be quite ready myself to 
join my Republican friends in any proper reduction of the tariff 
that shall include sugar as well as anything else, but I am not 





upon foreign markets for one of the great food products of the | 
| keeping up the duty on everything else. 


country? We are consuming now about 66 pounds of sugar per 
capita per annum. We ought properly to consume at least 90 
pounds per capita, which is the amount of English consumption. 


I admit that a good deal of the English consumption arises from | 
the fact that they use large quantities of sugar in the making | 


of preserves, marmalades, etc. We ought to do that also; and | 
with the enormous amount of fruit raised in the United States | 


we ought to consume at least as much sugar in proportion to 
population, and produce as much of that character of goods as 
any other people in the world. 

Sugar has beeome a necessity; it is nolonger aluxury. France 
has adopted the use of sugarin herarmy. After a very careful 
trial of its effect upon the soldiers, the French Government has 
determined that it is a valuable food product for the army, and 


has adopted it as one of the rations thatit issues. We shall ulti- | 
mately do the same, because it has been discovered that sugar is | 


a heat-giving product, and that soldiers who use it can endure 
more than soldiers who do not use it, although the latter may live 
upon a heavy meat diet. 

EXTENT OF OUR CUBAN TRADE. 

Mr. President, the question is, are we as a people to make our 
own sugar, or are we to have it made by a foreign country upon 
the statement that we will secure trade with Cuba when Cuba 
sells us sugar? Why, Mr. President, the trade with Cuba is of 
practically no value to usasanation. Last year we bought of 


Cuba about $31,000,000 worth of sugar, and that is the largest | 


amount we have bought in a good many years. We sold Cuba 
about $27,000,000 worth of products. We bought a little more 


from Cuba than we sold her because we bought tobacco of her. | 






Our total imports from Cuba were $46,000,000, and our exports 
were $27,000,000 in round numbers. Why, sir, the trade of Colo- 


rado with New England and New York is worth twice as much 
as the trade with Cuba is worth to the entire nation. 

When the time comes that the American people will be produc- 
ing $400,000,000 worth of sugar, the vast sum that is now paid out 
for foreign sugar will then be paid to American labor for the main- 
tenance of American homes. And yet the Cuban reciprocity bill, 
which came to us from the House of Representatives and which 
found its tomb in the Senate Committee on Relations with Cuba, 
is based upon the theory that we are not to make our own sugar, 
but that it is to our interest to let the Cubans make it, and that we 
shall sell to Cuba whatever we can. 

I want to add to what I have said a definition of reciprocity 
from a Republican authority, The Economist, a paper which has 
been published for many years in the interest of protection. Itis 
as follows: 

A DEFINITION OF RECIPROCITY. 
With a candor altogether commendable, the Nashville News asks and an- 











sv he question, “* What is true reciprocity?” 
ell the truth, reciprocity is a sorry substitute for free trade. In 
theory complete reciprocity means free trade, or, in other words, it means 
the mut moval of restrictions upon trade between a country and other 
countries with which it has to deal in a commercial way. In practice reci- 
procity isnot complete. Itconsists only in the partial removal of restrictions 
on trade between two or more countries.” 
\ better definition of reciprocity from the free-trade point of view could 
not be asked. Reciprocity is good as far as it goes, but it does not go far 
10ugh. It “is a sorry substitute for free trade,” a mere makeshift. Inthe 
opinion of the News, itis also a trouble breeder. 





Let the United States enter into a reciprocal agreement with a favored 
nation in regard to one or more products, and what is the result? Trade be- 
tween the two countries may proceed smoothly enough, it may increase in 
accordance with expectations, but other nations become dissatisfied. They 
demand concessions, and if their demands are not granted retaliation tariff 
wars are set up, for the tariff game is open to all. Then, with high tariffs 
with some, low tariffs with others, and no tariffs with still others, and with 
high tariffs on certain articles and lower tariffs on others, the whole tariff 





schedule and the whole tariff question becomes more complicated and con- 
fused than ever. The attempt to carry out the idea of reciprocity usually 
causes troub] It will engender commercial wars and sometimes worse. It | 





is said that one of the principles inculcated by the reciprocity advocates in | 
the Republican party is that the duties should be increased to a very high | 


rate in order that they may then be lowered in return for concessions from 

the nation to which we offer the benefits of reciprocity. This large margin 

is called the bargaining power. Such a policy is unworthy of statesmen. 
There is much force in the contention that any scheme of bargain-counter 


going to agree, if I can help it, to reducing the duty on the only 
article in which the American farmer is directly interested and 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I regret that at 
this period of the session, when we are all looking to an early ad- 
journment and when business is pressing so that every Senator 
feels the pressure of it, upon a bill for the consideration of which 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] had obtained unani- 
mous consent, the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] should 
| have thought it necessary to occupy so much of the time of the 
Senate as he has occupied in an attack by the beet-sugar trust 
upon the sugar-refining trust. It is outside of the question 
whether this country ought to enter into close and closer recipro- 
val arrangements for trade with the new Republic to which she 
has given birth and which for good or for evil is to be our imme- 
diate neighbor; and no discussion like that we have listened to 
this afternoon, no effort to excite prejudice against a sugar trust, 
no effort to make the community believe that any such reciprocal 
trade arrangement would injure the beet-sugar industry of this 
country is going to affect very much one way or the other this 
issue. It is made up; and from such statements as have been 
made here this afternoon, largely based upon the speculative im- 
aginings of a witness employed by the beet-sugar lobby here, I 
appeal to the American people. 

They understand this question. They understand perfectly 
well that no arrangement which has been proposed for extending 
American trade into Cuba and aiding Cuban trade within the 
| island is going to hurt the beet-sugar industry of this country 

one particle, and the Senator himself acknowledges it. The Sen- 
ator said that if the friends of beet sugar could have been sure 
that there would have been a reduction of only 20 per cent on 
Cuban sugar they would not have opposed it, because they did 
not suppose it would interfere with their industry. Why, then, 
all this talk to which we have listened this afternoon? No; this 
question 

Mr. TELLER. I want to interrupt the Senator to say that 
when he gets through I will make that statement correctly. He 
does not make it correctly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ido not wish to misquote or to 
misapprehend the Senator, and I will wait for him now to make 
his statement. 

Mr. TELLER. Goon. I will tell you when you get through. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. : That is certainly what I under- 
stood the Senator to say. 

But this question is above any such considerations as have been 
presented to the Senate this afternoon. It is a question of polit- 
ical policy for the United States, and the most important ques- 
tion of foreign policy or domestic policy, outside of the immedi- 
ate continental area of the United States, which has been pre- 
sented to Congress in many a year. 

For three-quarters of a century the question, What was to be 
the future of Cuba—what was to be its future attitude to and re- 
lations with the United States—has engaged the attention of the 
wisest and ablest and most farseeing of our statesmen and public 
men. Everybody has seen and everybody knows to-day that 
there is just one question, as there has been but one question, be- 
fore the American people with regard to our neighbor, now @ 
neighboring Republic. It is this: Whether Cuba is to be occu- 
pied and governed by a friendly power, so that it shall be in time 
of trouble an outpost of our defense, or whether it is to be in the 

| hands of an unfriendly and hostile people, until for self-defense 
the United States must needs take possession of it and incorporate 
it into our system. 

In my mind it is not so much a question of relief for Cuba, 
though I think, notwithstanding all that has been said by the Sen- 

_ ator from Colorado, that events in the near future will show that 
the condition of Cuba is such that it would have been not only 
an act of generosity but an act of wisdom to have extended some 





relief to Cuba. Itismorethan that. It is protecting the United 
States in one of its most vital points. It is an act of self-defense 
for the United States that, in the language of President McKinley, 
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we should see that with our close neighbor, Cuba, we must be 
close friends. I have not the time to extend these remarks so as 
to follow the Senator from Colorado in all the statements he has 
made, and I do not stop now to dwell on the commercial im- 
portance of close and closer trade relations with Cuba. 

I do not stop to dwell upon the fact that there is in this whole 
world to-day no place where we can so quickly, so surely, and so 
largely extend our foreign trade as in theislandof Cuba. I could 
demonstrate itif Ihad the time. But Isimply want to protest 


here to-day that this question will not down before the American | 


people because some have seen fit to try to make it revolve around 
a prejudice against the sugar trust in the United States, or because 
some people have unjustly and, as I believe, without foundation, 


destruction of or injury to the American beet-sugar industry. 
Seventy-five per cent of the people of the United States, unless 
Iam mistaken, are going to be disappointed and chagrined and 
humiliated because Congress is going to adjourn without having 
acted upon this very important question. That humiliation, that 
disappointment, and that chagrin will not down, Mr. President. 
The people of the United States see through all these things and 


and self-interest, owe to Cuba and ourselves in this matter, by 
anything which may be alluded to for the purpose of obscuring 
the real issue in this matter. That sentiment will grow, as it 
ought to grow. 

| do not know, Mr. President, that I care to say more in this 
matter. I desire to say here that from the day Cuba came into 
our military occupation I have seen or thought I saw that there 
could be but one ending to this matter—either that we must 
come into such economic relations with Cuba as would give that 


Republic, created by us—in a measure shut off from profitable | 


communication with the rest of the world—such fair prosperity 


as would produce contentment and happiness and affection for | 
the United States, or on the other hand such a condition in Cuba | 
as would eventually compel us to accept at the hands of the dis- | 
appointed people of Cuba an offer for annexation to the United | 


otates. 

[ regard that, Mr. President, as the greatest peril which to-day 
besets our Government. I can think of no future danger to be 
so much apprehended as that. 
country foreign territories with foreign inhabitants, inhabitants 
alien to our race, to our habits, to our customs, to our traditions, 
and to our institutions, with the near certainty that statehood is 
to follow, we shall have taken the first step, in my judgment, 
toward the demoralization, if not the disintegration, of our repub- 
lican institutions. I want it to end by the maintenance in Cuba 
of a friendly, affectionate, independent republican form of gov- 


ernment, whose people will know that they can always rely upon | 


the United States in an emergency to continue that independent, 
republican, and affectionate government. 


Mr. President, I think we have come to a crisisin our affairs. I | 
think we have one plain duty, and that is so to treat Cuba, with | 
reference to her commercial relations to the United States, as | 


that we may make and keep her our friend. 


I stand for a per- 
manent republic in Cuba. 


If the amendment, which I had the 
thing it meant that Cuba was not only to have its independence, 


to see that that independent and republican government was 
permanent in the island of Cuba. 

{am not going to talk about whether there is distress in Cuba. 
Time, and time not very remote, will show; but I do believe that 
the best interests of that people and the best interests of the 
United States, the best interests of that Government and of our 
Government should lead us to such close reciprocal, commercial, 
and political relations as that we shall always be friends and 
shall not be called upon to absorb Cuba. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not know whether the time 
has quite come when the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr] 
can lay out for me what shall be my course; but I think that 
while [ remain in the Senate I shall exercise my judgment as to 
when it is proper for me to take the floor to speak upon a subject. 
I will hardly ask permission from the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. President, if we owe anything to Cuba, we owe it to all 
the Southern Republics. We owe it to Mexico; we owe it to 
Guatemala, Costa Rica, Colombia, and the whole line of Spanish- 
speaking people in the Western Hemisphere. The Senator did 
not have time to tell us why we owe anything to Cuba. Of 
course, he calls attention to the fact that there is a place for us 
to extend our commerce. That is a second thought in connec- 
tion with this question. There was no suggestion six months ago 
that it was necessary to extend our commerce in order to help 
Cuba. Wewere to help Cuba because she was in such dire dis- 
tress; and when it was proved that there was no distress there, 
that there was no foundation for that statement, then the Sena- 


| the population of Michigan. 
| threatened by this sort of legislation, and her commerce with the 
| other States that deal with her is worth more in one single year 


| Cuba. 
| England and the other sections of the country produce that we 
| do not produce than Cuba consumes in a single year. 

tried to convey the idea that by this means there would be some 


| gation of this question now for two months. 


When we begin to annex to our | 


| not a bill before the Senate? 
honor to present to the Army bill at the last session, meant any- 








tor and his confreres shifted their position and conciuded it was 
a great question of domestic policy for us and for Cuba that we 
should enter into this reciprocal arrangement and expand our 
commerce in Cuba. 

The population of Cuba is not very much different in size from 
Michigan has avery large industry 


than Cuba’s commerce would be worth in ten. The population 
of Colorado is a little more than a third of the population of 
We consume more every year of the things that New 


ANNEXATION A BABY CRY. 


Mr. President, the Senator now thinks to frighten us by sug- 
gesting, and we have had that ad nauseum, that if we do not 
yield to this demand we are going to annex these people. 

That is a baby cry, if I may say it without being offensive. It 
is childish. I would infinitely prefer to have close political rela- 


| tions, with those people if we are to have commercial relations of 
are not going to be diverted in their sense of what we, in justice | 


the character that the Senator proposes. 
some control, 
importance. 

1 wish to say here that I have been connected with the investi- 
I know very well 
that this movement was never started by anybody who wanted to 
help Cuba. On the contrary, it was started in the interest of 
American holders of land in Cuba. It started in the interest of 
the great American sugar trust, and if there is a public sentiment, 
as the Senator from Connecticut says there is, if it is true that 75 
per cent of the people of the United States are in moral distress 
because we have not come up to the great duty we owe to Cuba, 
it is because they have been deceived by purchased newspapers 
and by published falsehoods that have been sent out and paid for 
either by the money of Cuba or by the mohey of the sugar refiners 
of the United States. 

Now, the Senator talks about the beet trust. He knows just 
as well as I do that there is not a beet trust in this country, and 
there never has been. He knows thatis not afact. There never 
has been any beet trust. 

I do not want to debate this question with much warmth, al- 
though I must say that I do not think that under the pretense of 
helping Cuba we ought to undertake to help somebody else. I 
want to know why the people who live in the United States and 
produce more than one-half the sugar of Cuba should be paid a 


We would then have 
He does not propose any control over anything of 


| bounty, and a bounty, too, that you propose to take from the 


American sugar producer. If you took the money out of the 
Treasury of the United States, the process would be objectionable, 
but it would not be so objectionable as it is to take it from the 
beet-sugar makers alone. 

Mr. President. the Senator from Connecticut seems to think the 
moral sense of the country is shocked by the failure of this legis- 
lation. I want the Senator to tell us why in the name of com- 
mon sense there is not a bill here for this purpose. Why is there 
Why has the bill not been reported 


fromcommittee? There would have beena bill here, the bill which 


| came from the House would have been here if that body had not 
but that the United States stood and would stand ready at hand | 


taken off the differential duty ou refinedsugar. If the sugar trust 
had not gota lick of 124 cents a hundred on its refined sugar the bill 
would have got out of the committee and would be now in the 
Senate. That is the reason why it is not here now. We on this 


| side were prepared to take that bill asit came from the House, 


and we willtake it now, if the professed advocates of reciprocity 
will let us have it. 

I did not say, and the Recorp will not show that I said, that a 
reduction of 20 per cent would not injure us.. I said we would 
have conceded that reduction if we had known that the reduction 
would stop there, even if it did hurt us, and if we had believed 
that the people of Cuba were in such distress as that it was neces- 
sary to make the concession. When we were appealed to to help 
suffering Cuba a good many on this side of the Chamber replied, 
‘** You can take out of the Treasury money and vote it to Cuba if 
you will see to it that it reaches the Cuban sugar growers and 
not the sugar trust,’’ and such a measure could have been passed 
if the Senator from Connecticut had been as anxious to pass that 
bill as he now seems to be to pass his own bill. You could have 
passed a bill here that would put into the hands of the present 
Executive a sum equivalent to the total that would be represented 
by the reduction you proposed—20 per cent or 25 per cent—to be 
paid out to the actual producers of sugar in Cuba—Cubans—and 
not to great syndicates and trusts in the United States. 

The truth is the anxiety and the power back of it have not come 
from a desire to help Cuba. It has been a desire to take care of 
the people who have gone from the United States down there and 
bought land; to take care of American citizens living in the United 
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States and holding interests in Cuba. It has been their influence 
which has been felt here, and it is not the sentiment of the Amer- 
ican people, in my judgment, that we owe anything to Cuba any 
more than we owe something to Guatemala or Mexico or any 
other of the Republics of the earth. 

Mr. President, I want to say another thing while I am on my 
feet. and I think I say it with some knowledge of the conditions 
in Cuba. The great mass of the people of that island do not want 
to be annexed to the United States. The men who would not 
take Cuban citizenship and who have maintained their citizenship 
with Spain want the islands to be annexed. Also the men who 
have gone down there from this country and bought hundreds of 
thousands of acres of cheap land favor annexation, that they may 
exploit their purchases. Those are the classes of men who want 
annexation. The men who carried the banner of Cuba and fought 
Spain do not want it, and they would uot have it unless you forced 
it on them, and you could not do that without a war. There is 
no danger because we do not give them a reduction of 20 per cent 
in the duty on sugar that they will come to us and say ‘‘ you must 
admit us into the Union.’’ If they do come it will be for us to 
determine whether we are to admit them or not. 

Mr. President, I am not one of those who are very much fright- 
ened about the admission of Cuba, as the Senator appears to be. 
I do not want to admit Cuba. I do not believe it would be profit- 
able for Cuba or for our own people to make Cuba a State in the 
Union to-day. I do not believe it would be profitable for us to 
make the Philippine Islands a State or several States in the Union. 
I want to see Cuba have a government of her own, and she will 
maintain a government of her own if she is not interfered with 
by people from this side. If you will keep hands off of Cuba, 
and if the men or combinations of men who have gone down there 
and bought 100,000 and 150,000 acre tracts of land will be kept 
from dominating the conditions in Cuba you will have no appli- 
cation whatever for annexation from Cuba. 

I think when that application comes, if it does come, we will 
probably have virtue ehough in the United States not to admit 
Cuba if it is not for ourinterest todo so. I do not think it is nec- 
essary that we should change our tariff laws and that we should 
encourage competition with our sugar growers by the people of 
Cuba by giving them a bounty of 20 per cent over anybody else in 
the world so that they might compete with us in order to prevent 
Cuba from going into disorder. I think that view isa slander upon 
Cuba, Mr. President. That is not the way for us to maintain the 
friendly relations the Senator talks about. 

I wish to repeat that so far as Iam concerned I would do any- 
thing it was proper to do for Cuba. If it were necessary to vote 
money out of our Treasury, I would aid in such a movement. 
We voted $3,000,000 one time after the war was over to pay the 
soldiery of Cuba, and I would vote another $3,000,000 to maintain 
order and quietude in that Republic, if necessary. But there is 
no sign to-day, nor has there been since the Cuban Government 
went into operation, of any necessity for assistance from us, finan- 
cially, morally, or in any other way. 

Anact (H. R. 12765) to provide for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba. 

Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of securing reciprocal trade rela- 
tions with Cuba, the President is hereby authorized, as soon as may be after 
the establishment of an independent government in Cuba and the enactment 
by said Government of immigration, exclusion, and contract-labor laws as 


fully restrictive of immigration as the laws of the United States, to enter 
into negotiations with said Government witha view to the arrangement of a 





commercial agreement in which reciprocal and equivalent concessions may | 


be secured in favor of the products and manufactures of the United States 
by rates of duty which shall be less by an amount equivalent to at least 20 
per cent ad valorem upon such products and manufactures than the rates 
imposed upon the like articles when imported into Cuba from the most fa- 
vored of other countries, and which shall not be greater than the rates im- 
posed by the United St 
whenever the Government of Cuba shall enact such immigration, exclusion. 
and contract-labor laws, and shall enter into such commercial agreement 
with the United States, and shall make such concessions in favor of the 
products and mantffactures thereof as aforesaid, and which agreement, in 
the judgment of the President, shall be reciprocal and equivalent, he shall 
be authorized to proclaim such facts both as to the enactment of such immi- 
gration, exclusion, and contract-labor laws and the making of such agree- 







the duties now imposed by law on all articles imported from Cuba, the 


‘8 upon the like articles imported from Cuba; and | 


passed with amendments the bill (S. 5383) providing that the 
circuit court of appeals of the fifth judicial circuit of the United 
States shall hold at least one term of said court annually in the 
city of Atlanta, in the State of Georgia, on the first Monday in 
October in each year; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS, 


Mr. BACON. Iask the Chair to lay before the Senate the bill 
which has just been returned from the House of Representatives 
with amendments, in order that I may move that the Senate con- 
cur in the amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 5383) 
providing that the circuit court of appeals of the fifth judicial 
circuit of the United States shall hold at least one term of said 
court annually in the city of Atlanta, in the State of Georgia, on 
the first Monday in October in each year; which were, on page 2, 
line 2, after the word ‘‘ act,’’ to insert: 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall prevent the court from 
hearing appeals or writs of error wherever the said court shall sit in cases 
of injunctions and in all other cases which under the statutes and the rules, 
or in the opinion of the court, are entitled to be brought toa speedy hearing. 

And after line 9, on page 2, to insert the following as a new 
section: 

Sec. 5. That the clerk of said court is authorized and permitted to pay out 
of the fees and emoluments of his office, (1) the necessary expenses incurred 
by him in transporting from his office in New Orleans, La., to At'anta, Ga.. 
and in transporting from Atlanta, Ga., to New Orleans, La., the records, 
books, papers, files, dockets, and supplies necessary for the use of the court 
at its terms to be held in Atlanta, Ga.; (2) and allowance for actual expenses 
not exceeding $10 per day, to cover travel and subsistence, for each day he 
may be required to be present at Atlanta, Ga., on business connected with 
his said office, such expenses and allowance to be approved and allowed by 
the senior circuit judge of the fifth judicial circuit. 

Mr. BACON. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 


The motion was agreed to. 
SOUTH CAROLINA DISPENSARY LAW, 


Mr. TILLMAN. Iask leave to make a request for publication 
in the RecorD and as a document of an article which I send to 
the desk, relating to the South Carolina dispensary law. I am 
pestered almost beyond endurance by inquiries from all over the 
United States, and I have letters every week asking me about the 
details of our whisky legislation in South Carolina. This will 
enable me to answer a great many of them by simply mailing a 
copy of this document, which will be of interest to everybody. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina asks unanimous consent of the Senate that there be printed 
as a document an article in relation to the dispensary law of South 
Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And also that it go into the Recorp. 

Several SENATORS. Oh, no. 

Mr. BACON. Why does the Senator want it in the Recorp? 
Mr. TILLMAN. Itis only a short article about two columns 

ong. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina asks that the matter referred to be printed inthe Recorp. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it will be printed in 
the RECORD and as a document. 

The article referred to is as follows: 

[The Press and Banner, Abbeville, 8. C., Wednesday, June 
FLORIDA SEEKING LIGHT ON THE DISPENSARY LAW. 


Senator P. W. Butler, of Leesburg, Fla., has written to the Greenville 
News, seeking information as to the practical workings of the dispensary 
law in South Carolina. As the reports of no two men who disagree are 
likely to agree, so the reports of men who oppose the dispensary and those 
who favor the dispensary can not be along the same lines. Mr. Butler can, 
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| by writing to the editors of the oy newspapers and men who favor the 
rc 


| license system, get one opinion, and 


products thereof, into the United States shall be suspended, and in lieu | 


thereof there shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all such articles im- 
ported from Cuba 80 
cles imported from foreign countries. f - 

And upon the making of said agreement and the issuance of said procla- 
mation, and while said agreement shall remain in force, there shall be levied, 
collected, and paid, in lieu of the duties thereon now provided by law, on all 
sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color and on all sugar which has gone 
through a process of refining, imported into the United States, 1 cent and 
eight hundred and twenty-five one-thousandths of 1 cent per pound. The 
President shall have power, and it shall be his duty, whenever he shall be 
satisfied that either such immigration, exclusion, or contract-labor_ laws or 
such agreement mentioned in this act are not being fully executed by the 
government of Cuba, to notify such government thereof, and thereafter 
there shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all articles imported from Cuba 
the full rate of duty provided by ow upon articles imported from foreign 
countries. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 





ver cent of the rate of duty now levied upon like arti- | 


| reasons for sup} 





) : ie | sonal feelings, prejudices, or convictions of his correspondent. 
ment; and thereafter until the lst day of December, 1903, the imposition of | I 


om those who favor prohibition a rd 
support the dispensary because of its prohibitive features, hecan get another 
opinion. 
: In reaching the answer to his letters Mr. Butler should find om, the pe r 
1e Sstana- 
point from which the writer views the matter may give color to his convic- 
tions. 

For instance: This editor has been a prohibitionist all his life, and ha 
worked against the sale and use of liquor during a lifetime of more than 
sixty years. He was as strongly opposed to the dispensary as anybody coulu 
have been, but since it was forced upon the town this editor has become «” 
unalterable convert to the system of controlling the sale of liquor. Ow 
orting the law may be colored by some of these reasons: 

1. It gives absolute prohibition from sunset to sunrise, as well as from 
sunset Saturday to sunrise Monday. F 

2. Drunkenness has almost disappeared from our streets. Informer times 
it was by common consent thought proper for ladies to stay off of our streets 
on Saturday and sale day. , : 

3. The habit of treating has been broken up, rootand branch. This school 
for training drunkards has entirely disappeared, and it is hoped that, wheu 
these drunkards end their days, drunkenness will be unknown. s 

4. The bars were formerly kept open until a late hour at night, and thei! 
back doors were not always ent clcoet on Sunday. The places for tempta- 
tion have been closed and no man can buy liquor at night. : 

5. The dispensary commends itself to temperance people because no liquor 
is sold on credit. No man may pledge his week's wages or his wife's jewelry 
for drink. The cash must be paid at the time of purchase, and this fact of 
itself is a great restraint. 
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6. If men must have liquor they may rely implicitly on getting what they 
call for and pay for. 

7. No drin ing is allowed on the premices, and few men will buy a pint to 
drink it out of the neck of a bottle behind a fence corner. 

8. When the licensed bars were closed 999 houses were left for other and 
better business. The estimate is that 5,000 persons were actively engaged in 
the liquor traffic at that time. 

9, Since the dispensary law, only about 100 houses are occupied with the 
liquor traffic. The numberof employees has been reduced from 5,000 to ee 
haps 200 in the dispensaries throughout the State, while at the central office 
not over 500 persons are employed, largely women who wish to earn an hon- 
est sum. 

10. The result of the dispensary, therefore, is to reduce the number of men 
and houses devoted to the business, the men from 5,000 to 700, the houses 
from 999 to 100, 

ll. The advantages of the change in Abbeville have been improvement of 
the streets and neighborhoods. 
Abbeville ever had was in a storeroom from which liquor was retailed. 

12. The post-office is located there now, and next door to it is our dispen- 
sary, where it was lately moved. In all of the United States, we presume, a 
p yst-office could not be found with only a brick wall separating it from a 

arroom. 

13. The dispensary has been the death knell of pool and billiard playing, 
and places for the resort of mixed crowds of boys and men at night are no 
more, 

14. The arrests for drunkenness in this town have been reduced to a mini- 
mum. They do not at all compare with former arrests. 

15. If there is a sober man in Abbeville who would return to the barroom 
system or to prohibition—when we had free liquor—we do not know of the 
fact. 

16. This editor has lived on the pebtic square for forty years. 
time we have had high license, prohibition, license, dispensary. 

17. Our testimony would be that prohibition gave us more drunkenness 
and more of a feeling of unrest than anything else. High license was the 
most veritable humbug. It deprived poor and honest men of the privilege of 
selling. 
quality of the liquor sold, which was generally put in bottles which were 
short of their repute. For instance, so-called quart bottles were, with rarest 
exception, what are called ‘‘sixes,”’ that is to say, six, and mot four, contained 
ageailon. The dispensary gives full measure. 

This, in brief, would be the testimony of an ardent temperance advocate. 
We are not willing to let go the substance of the prohibition which we now 
have for the shadow of total art hibition. 

The larger cities and the daily newspapers of Florida, would, in all prob- 
ability, fight the dispensary for various reasons, one of which is it removes 
«he liquor dealers from politics. The barkeeper and the church deacon who 
rents him a house would fight the measure, and any intelligent or sensible 
man knows whether whisky does not control the local elections. If for no 
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Mr. McCOMAS. I concur in the suggestion of the Senator 





It gave a few the monopoly, and then we had no confidence in the | 


from Rhode Island that the Senator from Tennessee defer his re- 
quest until to-morrow, when I suppose the chairman of the com- 
mittee will be here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Massachusetts will certainly 
be here to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the 
Senator from Tennessee at any time. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 
Mr. CARMACK. Very well. I wish to ask consent to print 
some other matters in the REcorp. I will say before doing so 
that I am not going to try to coerce the Senate into it. They are 


sugar trust. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It had better be printed asadocument. That 
kind of material ought not to be printed in the Recorp at an im- 
mense cost to the Government. The Government ought not in 
any form to be made responsible for statements of that kind. 

Mr. CARMACK. That will suit me just as well. 

Mr. PATTERSON. As a document? 

Mr. CARMACK. As a document. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Asa document? 

Mr. CARMACK. I will request that the matter be printed as 
a document. 

Mr. BACON. As one document? 

Mr. CARMACK. No; as three separate documents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 


| asks that the papers he sends to the desk may be printed as three 


separate documents. Is there objection? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I will not object, but I think it is hardly fair 
toward ell the people of the United States that the Government 


| should be used to print and circulate documents for political pur- 
| poses by any political party. 


other reason, this of itself would commend the dispensary to temperancs | 


eople. 

. This newspaper has never looked particularly to the profits arising from 
the dispensary. The question es to the disposition of the half million dollars’ 
profit has beena matter of concern. If we sell dispensary liquor at cost, we 
encourage liquor drinking. If wesell at a higher price, we restrain the sale. 
For this reason we favor the higher price of dispensary liquor. The profits 


to this county last year was $10,182.81, one-half going to the town, the other | 
d 


half to county expenses. The State’s profit was added and charged in Co- 
lumbia, before it was received in Abbeville, and our profits are therefore 
over and above the State’s share. 


REQUEST FOR PRINTING. 


Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I wish to ask leave to print 
some matters in the REcoRD, being exvracts from testimony be- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
and the order is made. 
CHEROKEE INDIAN LANDS. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 5956) to provide for the allotment of the lands 


The Chair hears no objection, 


| of the Cherokee Nation, for the disposition of town sites therein, 


and for other purposes. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Will the Senate agree to the 
amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs as amended? 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


| ment was concurred in. 


fore the Senate committee and from official documents in refer- | 


ence to the charges of cruelty alleged to have been perpetrated in 
the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
mittee [Mr. LopGe], I feel obliged to object. 

Mr. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido. 

Mr. CARMACK. I have the floor, Mr. President? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] 
has the floor. 

Mr. CARMACK. If I can have the opportunity to make the 
request in the presence of the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. 
Lop@e]}, I will wait. I do not know when I shall have the op- 
portunity, or whether I shall have an opportunity to get the floor 
or not. 

[ will say in this connection, Mr. President, that in the course 


of my speech on this question I expressed my intention of includ- | 


In the absence of the chairman of the com- | 


{ ; | which was then under consideration 
CARMACK. Does the Senator from Rhode Island object? 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

TAXATION IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, that there may be no mis- 
understanding, I will state that some two hours ago the Senate 
kindly gave unanimous consent that at the conclusion of the bill 
and which has just passed, 
I might ask for the consideration of two House bills relating to 
the District of Columbia, that it is very important should be 


| passed. 


I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. 


| =. 11400) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act in relation to taxes 


ing this testimony with my speech and I thought I had asked per- | 


mission to do so. Iremember that the Senator from Indiana | Mr. 
BEVERIDGE] and I were then engaged in a colloquy and he re- 
marked that he would have no objection to its being done. But 
[ find in looking over the report of my remarks that I did not ask 
and obtain permission to print it and I make that request now. 


and tax sales in the District. of Columbia,”’ 
28, 1898. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Did the Senator obtain unan- 
imous consent that the bill might be taken up for consideration? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did, I will say to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the bill is before the 
Senate for consideration. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the 


approved February 


| consideration of the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 


The Senator from Indiana made a like request and it was granted. | 


Mr. ALDRICH. I did not object to the publication of the mat- 
ter the Senator referred to for any purpose of making that objec- 
tion final, but I thought that as long as the committee was not 
represented by the chairman upon the floor, or as far as I could 
see by any Republican member, the request should be deferred. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. BevertnGE] 
was here a moment ago. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator that it is far more in 
accordance with my notion of comity between Senators that he 
should make the request when the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Longer] is here. 

_ Mr. CARMACK, The Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas] 
is a member of the committee, and he is present. I am sure there 
will be no objection from any member of the committee. 








| Is there objection? 


mittee on the District of Columbia with amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iask unanimous consent that the formal 
reading of the bill may be dispensed with, and that the bill be 
read for action on the amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New 
Hampshire asks unanimous consent that the formal reading of 


| the bill be dispensed with, that it be read for amendment, and 


that the committee amendments shall first receive consideration. 
The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia was, on page 2, line 4, after the words ‘* Monday in”’ to strike 
out ‘‘ March ”’ and insert ‘‘ February; ”’ so as to read: 

That the said Commissioners shall give notice, by advertising twice a 
week for three successive weeks, beginning on the third. Monday in Febru- 
ary of each year hereafter, in the regular issue of three daily newspapers 


| published in said District, that the said pamphlet has been printed and that 


a copy thereof will be delivered to any taxpayer applying therefor at the 
office of the collector of taxes of said District, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 3, line 3, after the words 
“* Sec. 3.”’ to strike out: 

That every purchaser other than the District at any sale of property sold 
as aforesaid shall pay the amount of his bid to the collector of taxes within 
five days after the last day of sale. If any such purchaser shall not have paid 
his bid or the same shall not have been collected from him within the time 
above mentioned, the Commissioners may set aside the sale for which the bid 
was made, and all the rights of the purchaser under such bid shall thereby 
be extinguished. 


And to insert: 


That the collector of taxes shall require from every purchaser of property 
sold as aforesaid a deposit sufficient, in his judgment, to guarantee a fulland 
final settlement for such purchase. Every purchaser other than the District 
of Columbia at any sale of property as aforesaid shall pay the full amount of 
his bid, including surplus, if any, to the collector of taxes within five days 
after the last day of sale, and in case such payment is not made within the 
time specitied the deposit of the person so failing to make payment shall be 
forfeited to the District of Columbia, and said collector of taxes shall then 
issue the certificate of sale for such property to the next highest bidder, and 
if payment of the amount of the bid of said next highest bidder be not made 
within two days thereafter the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
sh set aside both sales for which the bids were made. 









] 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, line 9, after the word 
**sale,’’ to insert ‘* exclusive of surplus;”’ so as to read: 
after the close of the sale, upon payment of the purchase 






property shall not be redeemed by the owner or owners thereof 
» years from the  .st day of sale, by payment to the collector of 

taxes of said District, for the use of the legal holder of the certificate, the 
amount for which it was sold at such sale, exclusive of surplus, and 12 per 
I annum thereon, a deed shall be given by the Commissioners of the 

, or their successors in office, to the purchaser at such tax sale, his 


heirs or devisees, or to the assignee of such certificates, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 





collector of taxes shall issue to the purchaser a certificate of | 


| by the United States or the District of Columbia, shall be su 


The next amendment was, on page 6, line 22, after the word 


‘thereof,’ to strike out ‘‘the Commissioners of the District of 


Columbia, through;’’ on page 7, in line 3, after the word ** sale,’’ 


to strike out ** reciting the time when same was bid off as afore- | 


said and the amount paid by the person or persons to whom such 
certificate may be issued;’’ in line 7, after the word “ date,’’ to 
strike out “when bid off by the collector’’ and insert ‘of said 


certificate;’’ and in line 10, after the word *‘amount,”’ to insert | 


‘**(exclusive of surplus) ;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, however, That failure on the part of the District, from any cause 
whatsoever, to enforce the liens acquired aforesaid shall not release the prop- 
erty fro ny tax whatsoever that may be due the D strict: Provided fur 
ther, Tha any time after any property shall have been bid off as aforesaid 
by the « yr of taxes, and before the expiration of the time allowed for 
the redemption thereof, the collector of taxes of said District may issue to 
any person or persons, upon the payment of a sum not less than the ager 

f the taxes nalties, and costs due at the time the property 

















| exceeding $1.50 or 


ul I t axes, penal ; 
] ) e collector and that may have accrued after that date, a cer- 
ute « ‘ id if the property shall not be redeemed by the owner or | 
rs ther within two years from the date of said certificate, by pay- 
ment to the ector of tax said District, for the use of the legal holder 
of the « ficate, the amount (exclusive of surplus) paid by the person or | 
person h certificate was issued and 12 per cent per annum 
thereon. a dee l be g 1 by the Commissioners of the District of Co- 





lumbia, or their successors in office, to the legal holder of such certificate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the parentheses before and after the 
words ** exclusive of surplus ”’ be stricken out. There is no need 
for them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The parentheses will be 
stricken out. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 11, after the word 
‘** for,’ to insert ‘‘ exclusive of surplus;’’ and in line 13, after the 
to strike out: 


sé 7 9 
word Baie, 





paid, the date of sale, the cost thereof, and the surplus, ifany. Any surplus 
remaining after the collection of taxes, penalties, and costs on any real estate 
shall be collected as hereinbefore provided for, and shall be deposited by the 
collector of taxes to the credit of the surplus fund, to be paid to the owner 
or owners, or their legal representatives, in the same manner as other pay- 
ments made by the District: Provided, That if any property seld for taxes 
as herein provided, isredeemed from such sale within two years from last day 
of sale, any surplus paid at time of sale shall be paid by the District of (o- 
lumbia to the legal holder of certificate of sale. c 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 9, line 18, after the words 
“per annum,’’ to insert ‘‘ and the surplus, if any,’’ and in line 20, 


| after the word “ assigns,’’ to insert: 


Provided, That if any conveyance made by the said Commissioners, of 
property sold for taxes, shall at any time be set aside by decree of any court 
as invalid, the party in whose favor the decree is rendered shall pay to the 
party holding such conveyance, his heirs or assigns, the amount paid for such 
taxes and conveyances, together with interest at the rate of 6 per cent per 
annum. 

So as to read: 

_ That the said Commissioners shall not convey any property sold for taxes 
if they shall discover, before the conveyance, that the sale was for any cause 
invalid and ineffectual to give title to the property sold; but they shall can- 
cel the same and cause the purchase money, together with interest at the 
rate of 6 per cent per annum, and the surplus, if any, to be refunded to the 
purchaser, his representatives or assigns: Provided, That if any conveyance 
made by the said Commissioners, of property sold for taxes, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 5, to insert: 

Src. 8. That in the District of Columbia all property, a that owned 

ject to assess- 
ments for water-mains and local improvements; and only such property used 
for educational purposes as is not used for private gain shall be exempt from 
general taxation 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let section 8 be disagreed to. That has 
been taken care of in an appropriation bill. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 11, to insert: 

Sec. 9. That hereafter the assessor of the District of Columbia shall have 
the records of his office open to inspection of the public, free of charge, at 
such time or times as the public interest will permit. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 10, after line 15, to insert: 

Sec.10. That hereafter the rate of taxation on all real estate in the Dis 
trict of Columbia, including improvements thereon, shall be uniform, not 

1 each $100 of assessed valuation; and that whenever a sub 
division of any portion of said real estate is made and recorded 1 
veyor of the said District, the board of assistant assessors of said Distric 
are hereby authorized and directed to reassess said property so subdivi . 
and the tax on said reassessment shall be due and payable at the semiannua 
payment of taxes next following said reassessment. 

Sec. 11 That in alleases where assessments of benefits for street extensions 









in the District of Columbia have been, or may hereafter be, levied, payment 
of the same shall be made in five equal annual! i liments, with interest a 
the rate of 4 per cent per annum until paid: Provided, That in all cases 

payment the accounting officers of the District shall take into account the 


assessments for benefits and the awards for damages 


Mr. GALLINGER. The amendment included in sections 10 
and 11 has likewise been taken care of in the appropriation bill. 


| I ask that it be rejected. 


er with any tax or assessment which the holder of said certificate | 


shall have paid between the days of sale and redemption, with interest on | 


the same at the rate of 8 per centum per annum, 

So as to read: 

That the owner of any pr pers y sold as aforesaid, or any other person 
having an interest therein at the time of redemption, may redeem the same 
from such sale at any time within two years after the last day of sale by 
paying to the collector of taxes, for the use of the ponmece, his heirs and 
assigns, the sum mentioned in the certificate of sale therefor. exclusive of 
surplus, with interest thereon at the rate of 12 per centum per annum after 

f rt 


the date of such cert f sale. 











“at 
Littl 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 1, after the word 
‘** collected,’’ to strike out ‘‘as provided in sections 161 and 162, 
chapter 6, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating 
to the District of Columbia,’’ and insert ‘‘as hereinbefore pro- 
vided for;’’ and in line 8, after the word ‘* District,’’ to insert: 

Provided, That if any property sold for taxes, as herein provided, is re- 
deemed from such sale within two years from last day of sale, any surplus 
aid at time of sale shall be paid by the District of Columbia to the legal 
hi lder of certificate of sale. 





So as to read: 

That the collector of taxes shall, within twenty days, exclusive of Sundays 
and legal holidays, after the last day of the sale hereinbefore provided for as 
aforesaid, file with the recorder of deeds a written report, in which he shall 
give a statement of the property sold, other than that sold to the District of 
Columbia, to whom it was assessed, the taxes due, to whom sold, the amount 





The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was going to call attention to section 11. 
That has been covered in the appropriation bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Section 10 likewise. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 13, after the word 
‘*repealed,’’ to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed as reducing the 
present rate of interest to be paid in redemption of any tax certificate issued 
to any purchaser other than the District of Columbia upon any sale held prior 
to the Ist day of July hereafter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 





DISTRICT STREET RAILROADS, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 12805. 

The bill (H. R. 12805) requiring the Anacostia and Potomac 
River Railroad Company to extend its Eleventh street line. and 
for other purposes, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move an amendment by striking out all 
after the word “ avenue,” in line 11, page 1, down to and includ- 
ing the word “‘ authorized,” in line 3, page 2, and inserting: 

Provided, That until streets of suitable width to accommodate a double- 
track railway shall be opened substantially on a line northerly from the 
termini of the extension of the railway herein provided for and of the Metro- 
politan Railway on old Sixteenth street, cars may be switched on Lydecker 
avenue and on old Sixteenth street, respectively. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ ; 

Mr. GALLINGER. I movelikewise to insert a new section as 
section 5. 
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The SECRETARY. Add as a new section: 


Sec. 5. That the time within which the Washington and Gettysburg Rail- 
way Company shall construct its line within the District of Columbia is ex- 
tended two years from March 1, 1903. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


FIRST REGIMENT OHIO VOLUNTEER LIGHT ARTILLERY. 


Mr. FORAKER, Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 619) providing for 


. . . . . . } 
the recognition of the military service of the officers and enlisted | 


men of the First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, to 
report it without amendment, and ask that the bill may be read— 
it is a very short one—and that it may be now considered. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration, 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is a pretty important bill, and I suggest 
it ought not to be considered by unanimous consent. 





Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Rhode Island may have | 
that impression, but I am sure if he would look at the bill a | 


moment he would see that it ought to pass. There is nothing 
provided for in the bill except only that that command. a battery 
of light artillery which served three months under the first three- 
months’ call during the civil war and was in a number of engage- 
ments in West Virginia, may be mustered. It was not mustered 
forthe reason that it was a National Guard organization. It was 
ordered to report for duty in West Virginia under the officers of the 
Army of the United States. 


river at Marietta and Parkersburg, but the command was so hur- 
ried that it was impossible to stop to be mustered. They served 
clear through the three months’ service without being mustered, 
and came home and were mustered out simply as a State organ- 
ization. 

They are to get no pay, no bounty, no allowances, no emolu- 
ments of any kind, It is simply a matter of satisfaction that they 
may be granted certificates of discharge as if they had been for- 
mally mustered into the service of the United States, as they were 
entitled to be at the time they rendered the service; but they did 
not have a chance to be so mustered when they should have been. 


There was an urgent necessity for | 
it. The mustering officer visited it when it was crossing the | 





Mr. ALDRICH. How does it happen, if the Senator from Ohio | 


will permit me to ask him a question, that this action has not 
been taken before? 

Mr. FORAKER. It has been taken repeatedly in the House, 
and bills have been passed through that body, but always, for 
some reason or other,in the Senate such bills have failed to pass. 


This is the Cleveland Battery, and General Barnett, who was one | 


of the most distinguished soldiers in the Union Army, was the 
colonel of it. My colleague is familiar with the matter, and will 
sustain all I say regarding it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the bill permit the granting of a pension 
for less than ninety days’ service? 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand not. 

Mr, GALLINGER. 
make these soldiers pensionable. 
sands of men who served in the militia organizations under the 


control of the several States who are not pensionable under ex- | 
isting laws, and the Committee on Pensions have been careful not | 


even to report special bills in their behalf, as we do not want to 
open that door. 

Mr. FORAKER. This battery did not serve under officers of 
the State. It reported for duty to officers of the Union Army in 


West Virginia and was under the command of General McClel- | 


lan. The battery was ordered to duty with the Fourteenth 
Re ciment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, commanded by General 
oteaman, 

Mr. McCOMAS. How long did they serve? 

Mr. FORAKER. They served three months, and then they 
were veteranized and mustered out as a State organization after 
their three months’ service. They never were mustered in as 
part of the United States forces, but that was no fault of theirs. 
hey were repeatedly in engagements during their three months’ 
service in West Virginia. 

I hope there will not be any objection to the bill, This meas- 
ure has passed the House unanimously, and there is an extended 
report setting forth the merits of the case. AsI understand it, 
the members of the regiment by the bill are cut off from the pos- 
sibility of getting a pension by the proviso, which I will ask the 
Secretary to again read. The Senator from New Hampshire 
(Mr. GALLINGER] can tell better than I as to that. 


The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or 
payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Is it the purpose that they shall have no pay 
or pension? 

Mr. FORAKER. The bill provides that they shall receive no 


pay, bounty, or other emoluments. 


r. McCOMAS. I suggest that the word “ pension’’ should 
be inserted after the word ** pay.” 

Mr. FORAKER, I will leave it to the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] to decide whether it is necessary to 
put anything more in the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. My only apprehension is—of course, I do 


| not want to obstruct the bill in any way—that it will open the 


door to all the State troops coming here and asking for pensions. 
Iam very sure it will. I will suggest to the Senator, if this is a 
mere matter of justice to these men, a matter of patriotism, that 


| the word *‘ pension”’ be inserted after the word ** bounty.”’ 


Mr. FORAKER. Very well; I have no objection to that being 
inserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 6, after the word ‘‘ bounty,”’ 
it is proposed to insert the word ‘‘ pension;”’ so as to read: 

Provided, That no pay, bounty, pension, or other emoluments shall become 
due or payable by the virtue of the passage of this act. 


Mr. FORAKER. I want to say, in answer tothe suggestion of 
the Senator from New Hampshire, that I think this case is differ- 
entiated from all the others to which he referred, by the fact that 
this command did not serve under State officers at all, but it 


| served with the regular Union Army in West Virginia under the 
| command of General McClellan and General Rosecrans for three 


months and rendered very efficient and distinguished service. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [| Mr. GaL- 
LINGER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

DEPUTY COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS AT TACOMA AND SEATTLE. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 268) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to fix the salaries of the deputy collectors of cus- 
toms at the subports of Tacoma and Seattle, in the State of Wash- 


| ington, and repealing all laws inconsistent therewith, to report 


| it favorably with an amendment. 


I ask unanimous consent for 


| its present consideration. 


I was about to inquire if the bill did may raise or lower the same at his discretion as the business of the said ports 
There are thousands and thou- | 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Finance was, at 
the end of section 1, to insert ‘‘such salaries, however, not to 
exceed the sum of $2,500 each per annum;”’ so as to make the sec- 
tion read: 

That the annual salaries to be paid to the deputy collectors of customs of 


each of the United States subports, Tacoma and Seattle, in the State of Wash- 
ington, shall be determined and fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury, who 


shall warrant, such salaries, however, not to exceed the sum of $2,500 each 
per annum, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CORPORATIONS IN ALASKA. 


Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 6139) to provide for the organization of 
private corporations in the district of Alaska. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was about to ask for the consideration 
of the bill just named by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Wark- 
REN]. Iam glad the Senator has asked to have it taken up. 

Mr. WARREN, I will state that the bill is one which had the 
unanimous approval of the Committee on Territories, where it 
| has been under consideration. I think there will be no objection 
to it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
THOMAS WILKINSON, 

Mr. BERRY. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5453) granting an increase of pension 
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to Thomas Wilkinson. It will take not two minutes to pass it, 
and the beneficiary is a man who is 84 years old. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole. proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Thomas Wilkinson, late of Com- 
pany G, First Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BALEY W. SMALL. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration at this time of the bill (H. R. 12026) granting an increase 
of pension to Baley W. Small. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole. proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Baley W. Small, late first lieuten- 


Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DISTRICT COURT IN LEWISBURG, W. VA. 

Mr. SCOTT. 
eration of the bill (S. 5732) establishing a regular term of United 
States district court in Lewisburg, W. Va. 
to which there will be no objection. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 27, 





much; but the bill was carefully considered in the House and 
also by the committee in the Senate who reported it favorably, 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose in Oregon 100,000 acres would not 
be considered much? 

Mr. MITCHELL. This land is to be sold in lots of 40 acres, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do the homstead laws apply to this land? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Where there are bona fide settlers on any 
of the lands who have made substantial improvements thereon, 
and only to that extent 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does this bill take those lands out from under 
the operations of the homestead act? 

Mr. MITCHELL. What does the Senator mean? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I mean, after this bill passes, can an actual 
settler go in and take a home on those lands under the homestead 





| act? 


Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir; it simply provides that those who 
are on the lands and who have made substantial improvements 


ant Company K, Seventy-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer | shall have the preference. 


Mr. ALDRICH. But that land is open to homestead settle- 
ment, is it not? 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir; it is not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Why not? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Because it is included in this Indian reser- 


| vation, and is subject to the provisions of the act cited in the bill, 


I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- | 


Mr. ALDRICH. And that reservation has by law ceased to be 


| an Indian reservation? 


It is a very short bill | 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 7 
provides for the sale of lands and the Indians will get the benefit. 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment, toadd 
to the bill the following proviso: 

Provided, That accommodations for said term of court shall be furnished 
without cost to the United States. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the regular term of the district court of the United 
States for the southern district of West Virginia shall be held in each year 
in the city of Lewisburg, W. Va., on the second Tuesday in February: Pro- 
vided, That accommodations for said term of court shall be furnished with- 
out cost to the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. THOMAS. 


Mr. PETTUS. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8644) granting a pension to John W. 
Thomas. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole. proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of John W. Thomas, late of Company 
D, Seventh Regiment United States Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $16 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


UMATILLA INDIAN RESERVATION, 


Mr. MITCHELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 9501) to provide for the sale of 
the unsold portion of the Uniatilla Indian Reservation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read in full 
for the information of the Senate. subject to objection. 


The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That all the lands of the Umatilla Indian Reservation 
not included within the new boundaries of the reservation and not allotted 
or required for allotment to the Indians, and which were not sold at the 
public sale of said lands heretofore held at the price for which they had been 


appraised, and upon the conditions provided in an act entitled “An act pro- 
alien for allotment of lands in severalty to the Indians residing upon the 
Umatilla Reservation, in the State of Oregon, and granting patents therefor, 
and for other purposes,” shall be sold at private sale by the register of the 
land office in the district within which they are situated, at not fess than the 


appraised value thereof, and in conformity with the provisions of said act: | 


Provided, That any bona fide settler upon any of said lands who is the owner 
of substantial improvements thereon, and who has so settled and improved 
any subdivision of said lands, with the intent of permanently as on 
the same as a homestead, shall have a preference right to buy the lands so 
settled upon by him at any time within ninety days after the passage of this 
act, upon making satisfactory proof in the local land office as to settlement, 
intent, and improvements. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? . . 

Mr. ALDRICH. That bill is a little too important to pass with 
unanimous consent. 


Mr. MITCHELL. 


Is there objection to the pres- 


I hope the Senator will not object to this 


Mr. MITCHELL. These are lands belonging to the Indians. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Formerly belonging to the Indians? 
Mr. MITCHELL. They belong to the Indians yet. This bill 

Mr. ALDRICH. I still think the bill ought not to pass by 
unanimous consent, but I withdraw my objection to its consid- 
eration. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The bill is all right. 
Senator for withdrawing his objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JASON E, FREEMAN, 


Mr. PATTERSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bili (H. R. 7013) granting an increase of 
pension to Jason E. Freeman. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line &, 
before the word ‘‘ dollars,’ to strike out ‘‘forty’’ and insert 
‘*thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the peasion roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jason E. Freeman, late of 
Company C, Sixth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MONUMENTAL COLUMN AT PRINCETON, N. J. 


Mr. WETMORE. I am instructed by the Committee on the 
Library, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3850) in regard toa 
monumental column to commemorate the battle of Princeton, and 
appropriating $30,000 therefor, to report it favorably with amend- 
ment. 

Mr. KEAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill just reported by the Senator from Rhode 


I am obliged to the 


| Island. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on the Library was 
to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the sum of $30,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to expended by sai 
association, under the direction of the Secretary of War, to aid in erecting 
and completing on the battlefield of Princeton, inthe State of New Jersey, & 


suitable monument: Provided, That no part of the sum herein appropriate 
shall be available until the Princeton Battle Monument Association shall 


| have raised an additional sum of $30,000, to be expended in the erection of gaid 
| monument and in the purchase and improvement of the site. And provide 


j 


bill. It isa House bill which simply provides for the sale of a | 


few lots which remain unsold inthe Umatilla Indian Reservation. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Howmuch land is involved? ; 
Mr. MITCHELL. Not very much; I can notsay precisely how 


further, That the design for said monument shall be approved by the Secre- 


tary of War. 
Mr. SCOTT. I should like to ask if the bill has been referred 
to a committee, and if it has been reported favorably by the com- 


mittee? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was reported to-day. and another. Now, it is found, in order to build the necessary 
Mr. KEAN. It was reported to-day. buildings, that it is necessary to borrow money on those lands 
Mr. SCOTT. I should like to have the report read. and to turn over the rentals so as to create a sinking fund for the 


Several SeNaTORS. Withdraw the request. payment of the bonds. It has nothing whatever to do with the 
Mr. KEAN. Does the Senator wish to have his memory in re- | Harrison Act. 
gard to the battle of Princeton refreshed? The committee heard this matter. It is one which has already 
Mr. SCOTT. As Senators are in such a hurry, many of them | been passed upon by the Territory of New Mexico. The bill has 
having bills which they desire to call up, I withdraw the request | been passed by the House; and, Mr. President, in all deference 
to have the report read, but I do think it is bad legislation torush | to the Senator from Tennessee, it is an entirely just and proper 
through here a bill appropriating $30,000 without knowing some- | measure. The reason I call it up now is because it is exigent. 


thing about it. The bill, as I say, has been passed by the House, and we are 
Mr. TELLER and Mr. BATE. That is right. within a few days of adjournment, and this measure should be- 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on-agreeing | come a law for the purpose of affording the necessary relief to 

to the amendment reported by the committee. the insane asylum there and these other two institutions to which 
The amendment was agreed to. this land is already allotted. It simply provides that they may 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | turn their rentals into a sinking fund to pay this mortgage in- 

ment was concurred in. debtedness. It is not intended at all tocure the limitation of the 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | Harrison Act. 

the third time, and passed. Mr. BATE. They are to issue the bonds for the purpose of 
The preamble was agreed to. raising money? 


CERTAIN NEW MEXICAN BONDS. Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. ' j 
: Mr. BATE. It gives them authority to do that? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Iask unanimous consent for the present Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 14383) to validate certain actsof! Mr. BATE. I do not object so much to aiding the insane asy- 
the legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico with | jum, but I do not approve of allowing the military institute there 
reference to the issuance of certain bonds. : It is avery brief bill. | to be built up in this manner. The reason for my objection is 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana | this: The House has passed a bill giving statehood to the Terri- 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill | tory. The measure has come to the Senate. It has been recently 


which will be read for information. throttled here, you know, up to the present at least, but it is un- 
The Secretary read the bill, as follows: | derstood, with time set by agreement, that at the next session of 
Be it enauted, oe, ae the act S oa yds ated legislative qoneenbiy of | Congress the Territory will be made a State. 
the Territory of New Mexico entitled *‘An act providing foradditional build- | : +4 8 * os ee 5 ae . 
ings for the New Mexico Military Institute at Roswell,” approved February | I think it is better that there should be a legislature there inde- 
2), 1901, and the act of the same assembly and session entitled “An act pro- | pendent of the Congress, representing those people, and that we 
| 





viding for additional buildings for the New Mexico Insane Asylum at Las | should let that legislature enact such laws as are necessary in re- 
Togas.” “Ove sh 21, z . > ’ 7 ses- : * : . . : se e 
Vegas, eoeren. d March 21, 1901, and the act of the same assembly and se gard to these institutions and to furnish the money, if necessary, 


sion entitled “An act to provide for the issue of bonds for the New Mexico | ; : : g 
College of Agricultureand Mechanic Arts.”’ approved March 21, 1901, be,and | the manner they think best for the purpose of enlarging these 
each of said acts hereby are, approved, ratified, validated, and confirmed. | institutions. I beg pardon of the Senator from Indiana. This is 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- | not for the purpose of carrying on those institutions, as I under- 
ent consideration of the bill? stand. 
Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I think the bill is rather objec- Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; it is for buildings. 
tionable. I do not think it ought to be passed now. Mr. BATE. But it is for the purpose of enlarging the build- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee | ings of the institutions. They are good institutions now and are 
objects. being carried on well and successfully. This is to enable them to 
Mr. BATE. No, sir; I desire to say something in regard to it. | enlarge the buildings. I do not think the necessity is so great 
I have the floor, I believe. | that it can not be postponed until New Mexico becomes a State. 


[ wish to say in connection with this bill that while I would | That is the whole issue here. 
offer no objection to appropriations to eleemosynary institutions,| Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator from Tennessee object? 
while Ido not object to allowing them to have buildings and Mr. BATE. I donot object to the consideration of the bill, but 
making appropriations for that purpose, as I look at this to the passage of the bill at this time. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. This isin nosense an appropriation, if the The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
Senator will permit me. ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BATE. I meanit gives the authority. The Senatorhas| Mr. MORGAN. Mz. President, I have to object. I know a 
interrupted me and should explain. I understand there is a law, | little about this matter, and I am satisfied there is at least one 
known as the Harrison law, by which the indebtedness of acounty | solid day’s debate in it. I object. 
can not exceed 4 per cent for any purpose. This billis brought | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill 
here, asking permission of the United States to exceed that. goes over. 

| 





Mr. BEVERIDGE. No. 
Mr. BATE. That is the way I understand it. 


RANSOM SIMMONS. 


as ae Mr. BURROWS. _ I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
Mr. BEVERIDGE, Not at all. : : sideration of the bill (H. R. 12549) granting an increase of pen- 
Mr. BATE. Then you had better explain your bill. | sion to Ransom Simmons. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am perfectly willing to do so, but the There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Senator was at the committee meeting. That is not the point | Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 

which this bill means to reach at all. i from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment in line 8, 
Mr. BATE. It gives the privilege, as I understand it _ ._ | before the word * dollars,”’ to strike out ‘** thirty-six ’’ and insert 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of exceeding the Harrison 4 per cent limit? | « thirty; so as to make the bill read: 
Mr. BATE. Y oe. Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. No. authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
Mr. BATE. As I understand it, this permits them to issue | and Heabtngions of pour laws, ae pees of Remsom Simmons, late of 

. = 7 95 s 4s . . Company K, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay 
bonds not to provide buildings for these institutions, but to en- | jima pension at the rate of $3) per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
large them. Is not that it? 


: : ’ The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Notatall. The case briefly stated is this: : ; = rate oeeted’ « » amend- 
Of course, if the Senator is going to object, I do not want to go The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend 


: : : : : ’ ment was concurred in. 

into a discussion of the bill this evening: but the Senator from : 

os “y , ee : ; ao 1e amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
Tennessee has something else in mind. There is what is known The & — at _ : 


2 ; are 3 : ad a third time 
as the Harrison Act with reference to Territories, which provides — : Tl . : 
, es ? oon ill was read the th ime, and passed. 
that they can not exceed in indebtedness the 4 per cent limit. The bill was read the third tit and passe 





Most of the bills that come before the committee which affect AGREEMENT WITH KANSAS OR KAW INDIANS OF OKLAHOMA. 
bonds are designed to cure that, where they expect to exceed that Mr. QUARLES. I ask unanimous consent that_to-morrow 
amount of indebtedness. - morning after the routine morning business the bill (H. R. 12597) 


This is entirely different, however. The Congress granted to | to accept, ratify, and confirm a proposed agreement submitted 
the Territory of New Mexico certain land for its school and educa- | by the Kansas or Kaw Indians of Oklahoma, and for other pur- 
tional purposes. Certain of these lands were assigned to these | poses, may be taken up as the unfinished business. 
three institutions, one of which is an insane asylum, one of which Mr. ALDRICH. The rule to apply for to-morrow only. 
1s a college, and one of which is a military institute. They are The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
sadly in need of buildings. This law provided that the rentals | asks unanimous consent that on the completion of the routine 
should be used for their maintenance and operation, and one thing business to-morrow morning the bill indicated by him may be 
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taken up for consideration, not to interfere with appropriation 
bills or conference reports, and only for the day. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and the order is made. 


THE SOCIETY OF THE ARMY OF SANTIAGO DE CUBA. 


Mr. HANNA. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 11656) to incorporate The Society of 
the Army of Santiago de Cuba. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole. proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CERTAIN PUBLIC LANDS IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. GAMBLE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 11062) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to make certain grants of lands to the Territory of New 
Mexico, and for other purposes.’’ I may state that the senior 
Senator from Wisconsin |[Mr. SPOONER] on Tuesday asked that 
the bill go over. I do no understand that he has any further | 
objection to it. The bill has been read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let it be read again. 

Mr. SPOONER. I asked that it might go over until I could 
examine it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It had better go over again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from South 
Dakota? It has been read in full, and in Committee of the Whole 
the amendments of the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let it be read again. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be read again. 

The Secretary again read the bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. How much land is to be sold in 
any one tract? 

The SECRETARY. 


Not to exceed 25,000 acres. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In any one tract? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the 
bill goes over. 

DESERT-LAND ENTRIES IN YAKIMA COUNTY, WASH. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. I ask unanimous consent to call 
up the bill (S. 6091) extending the time for making final proof in 
desert-land entries in Yakima County, State of Washington. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that the time 
for making final proof on unperfected, uncontested, and uncan- 
celed desert-land entries in Yakima County, Wash., shall be ex- 
tended for one year from the date of its passage, but no other or 
additional expenditure shall be made than is now required by law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DISTRIBUTION OF SUPREME COURT REPORTS. 


Mr. McCOMAS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5809) for the further distribution of 
the reports of the Supreme Court. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with amendments. 

The first amendment was, on page 1, line 8. after the word 
‘*Currency,”’ to strike out *‘the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue;"* so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to distribute to each of the following-named officers of the United 
States, additional to those named in section 683 of the Revised Statutes, 
namely: Each Assistant Attorney-General; the Solicitor of the Department 
State: the Comptroller of the Currency; the Judge-Advocate-General, 
Navy Department, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 13. after the word 
‘*iudge,’’ to insert ‘‘ and to each judge of the court of appeals of 
the District of Columbia,’ and in line 17, after the word ** office,”’ 
to insert ‘‘ and to the Secretary of the Senate, for the use of the 
committees of the Senate, 10 complete sets of said reports;’’ so as 
to read: 

To each United States circuit and district judge and to each judge of the 
court of appeals of the District of Columbia who has not already been sup 
plied, one set; and he shall also distribute to each additional United States 
judge hereafter appointed one complete set of said reports, which shall in 
all cases be transmitted to their successors in office, and to the Secretary of 
ke Senate, for the use of the committees of the Senate, 10 complete sets of 

id reports. and to the Clerk of the House of Representatives, to be distrib- 
ito and for the use of the committees of said House, 10 complete sets of 


rep rts 


¢ 
or 







—~phe- 





said 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 3, line 1, after the word 
‘* Territory ’’ to insert *‘ islands of Hawaii and Porto Rico;”’ in 


line 4, after the word ** eighty-nine,”’ to insert ‘‘ and to the Naval | 
Academy at Annapolis and to the Military Academy at West ' 


| first session of each Congress, distribute to each Senator and 
| in such Congress who may in writing apply for the same one copy of the Re- 


Point,”’ and in line 11, after the word “‘ distribute,’’ to insert “ to 
the Secretary of war twelve complete sets for the use of the 
proper courts and offices of the Philippine Islands, and of the 
headquarters of military departments in the United States, in 
his discretion, and;’’ so as to read: 


Sxc. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall likewise distribute to each 
of the places where circuit and district courts of the United States are now 
holden, including the Indian Territory, islands of Hawaii and Porto Rico, to 
which they have not already been supplied under the provisionsof the act of 
Congress a February 12, 1889, and to the Naval Academy at Annapolis 
and to the Military Academy at West Point, one commento set of the Reports 
of the Supreme Court, including those already published and those hereafter 
to be published. or @ reprint of thesame, or such volumesas with those already 
furnished will make one complete set, the judges holding such courts to s¢- 
lect the edition of such reports to be supplied for such courts; and he shal] 
also distribute to the Secretary of War 12 complete sets for the use of the 
proper courts and offices of the Philippine Islands and of the headquarters of 
military departments in the United States, in his discretion, and to each and 
every place where a new circuit and district court may be hereafter estab- 
lished one complete set of said reports. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, line 2, after the word 


| **law,’’ to strike out ¢* 74°’ and insert ‘* 104;”’ so as to read: 


Sec. 3. That, beginning with volume 183, the publishers of the Decisions of 
the Supreme Court shall deliver to the Secretary of the Interior, in addition 
to the number heretofore supplied by law, 104 copies of each and every yo] 
ume of such decisions. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 18, to insert as 
a new section the following: 

Sec. 5. That the Secretary of the Interior shall, at the beginning of the 
epresentative 
vised Statutes of the United States and the supplements thereto: Provided, 
That such applicant shall certify in his written application for the same that 
the volumes for which he applies are intended for his personal use exclu- 


sively: And provided further, That no Senator or Representative during his 
term of service shall receive more than one copy of such Revised Statutes 


| and supplements thereto. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 6, after the word 
‘‘ digest,’’ to insert ** and for the Revised Statutes and supplements 
thereto;’’ so as to read: 

Sec. 6. That such sum of money as is required to pay for the reports of the 
Supreme Court and for the digest, and for the Revised Statutes and supple- 
ments thereto, the delivery and distribution of which are provided for in this 
act, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the further 
distribution of the reports of the Supreme Court, and for other 
purposes.”’ 

EAST WASHINGTON HEIGHTS TRACTION RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12086) 
to extend the time for the construction of the East Washington 
Heights Traction Railroad Company, to report it with an amend- 
ment, and as it will take but a moment to pass the bill I ask 
unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole. proceeded to consider the bill. The amendment of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia was, after the word ‘** two, 
in line 7, to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the said railroad company is authorized and empowered 
to extend its lines by a single track across the Pennsylvania avenue bridge 
to connect with the eastern terminus of the Capital Traction Company under 
such conditions as the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may pr« 
scribe, the plans and specifications to be approved by, and the construct‘oa 
to be under the supervision of, the Commissioners of the District of Colum 
bia; and the said railway company shall bear one-half of the cost of main 
tenance and repair of said bridge in like manner and under the same condi- 
tions as are now provided by law as to bridges across Rock Creek occupied 
by the tracks of street railways. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT COURT IN ADDISON, W. VA. 
Mr. SCOTT. As a personal favor I ask consent to call up the 


| bill (S. 5914) establishing a regular term of United States dis- 
| trict court in Addison, W. Va. 


It is a bill for a court, just as 
the other one was, and it will embarrass me if I do not get both 


| of these court bills through. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
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from the Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment, in APPOINTMENT AS MEDICAL OFFICER OF VOLUNTEERS. 

line 6, after the word ‘‘ September,’’ to insert: | John P. Kelly, of Florida, contract surgeon, United States 
Provided, That accommodations for said term of court shall be furnished | Army, to be assistant surgeon, United States Volunteers, with 

without cost to the United States. | the rank of captain, June 26, 1902, vice Reifsnyder, appointed 
So as to made the bill read: | surgeon of volunteers. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the regular term of the district court of the United | onbuitnee 
States for the southern district of West Virginia shall be held in each year 


in the city of Addison, W. Va., on the first Monday in September: Pro- | WITHDRAWAL. 
arp my oeg mine Yared for said term of court shall be furnished with- | Executive nomination withdrawn June 27, 1902. 
The amendment was agreed to. | Eli E. Starkey, to be postmaster at Seabreeze, in the State of 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | Florida. 
ment was concurred in. —_—_—— 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read CONFIRMATIONS. 
the third time, and passed. Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 27, 1902. 
GEORGE E. BUMP. CONSUL. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I ask unanimous consent to call | John B. Richardson, of Kansas, to be consul of the United States 
up the bill (H. R, 10824) granting an increase of pension to | at Port Limon, Costa Rica. 
George E. Bump. APPOINTMENT IN REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Fe een | he oe ae ig ae °% . 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- | ,, Edward S. Addison, of Maryland, to be a third lieutenant in 
tion. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 


E. Bump, late of Company A, First Regiment Connecticut Vol- MARSHALS, 
unteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per George M. Christian, of Iowa, to be United States marshal for 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. the southern district of Iowa. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered Edward Knott, of Iowa, to be United States marshal for the 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | northern district of Iowa. 


Fred A. Field, of Vermont, to be United States marshal for the 
district of Vermont. 

William H. Darrough, of the Indian Territory, to be United 
States marshal for the northern district of the Indian Territory, 
| commencing July 1, 1902. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After seventeen minutes 





spent in executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 6 UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 
o clock and 12 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-mor- William M. Mellette, of the Indian Territory, to be United 
row, Saturday, June 28, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian. | States attorney for the western district of the Indian Territory, 
| commencing July 1, 1902. 
NOMINATIONS. Lewis Miles, of Iowa, to be United States attorney for the 


southern district of Iowa. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate June 27, 1902. RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS 
REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. J. M. W. Moore, of Prescott, Ariz., to be receiver of public 

George E. French, of Nebraska, to be register of the land office | moneys at Prescott, Ariz. 

at North Platte, Nebr., to take effect August 8, 1902, at expira- | REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

tion of his present term. (Reappointment. ) : | Fen S. Hildreth, of Prescott, Ariz., to be register of the land 
Henry V. Hinman, of Roslyn, Wash., to be register of the land | office at Prescott. Ariz 
7 ‘o£ 4 ; « . 7% . >, > s = - - ,. . 

office at North Yakima, Wash., vice Walter J. Reed, term expired. APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 


| 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. | To be civil engineers in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant 
Frank Bacon, of Nebraska, to be receiver of public moneys at | (junior grade), to fill vacancies existing in that corps, namely: 
North Platte, Nebr., to take effect August 8, 1902, at expiration | Charles A. Wentworth, a citizen of Massachusetts. 


of his present term. (Reappointment. ) George A. McKay, a citizen of New York. 
Eugene B. Hyde, of Spokane, Wash., to be receiver of public | PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
moneys at Spokane, Wash., vice Samuel A. Wells, term expired. | [iout, Thomas W. Ryan, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. | Navy from the 9th day of October, 1901. 

Isaac L, Patterson, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for the | _ Lieut. Commander John E. Roller, to be acommander in the 
district of Willamette, in the State of Oregon. (Reappoint- | Navy from the 28th day of December, 1901. 
ment. ) | Lieut. Frederick C. Bowers, to be a lieutenant-commander in 

Robert Smalls, of South Carolina, to be collector of customs for | the Navy from the 5th day of April, 1902. 
the district of Beaufort, in the State of South Carolina. (Reap- |. Lieut. (Junior Grade) William 8. Whitted, to be a lieutenant 
pointment. ) | in the Navy from the 5th day of April, 1902. 

William Mahone, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the | _ Commander Richardson Clover, to be a captain in the Navy 


district of Petersburg, in the State of Virginia. Reappointment. | from the 11th day of April, 1902. 
MARSHALS Lieut. Commander John C. Fremont, to be a commander in 


i : \ | the Navy from the 11th day of April, 1902. 
Walter F. Matthews, of Oregon, to be United States marshal | Lieut. Commander Albert Mertz, to be a commander in the 


for the district of Oregon, vice Zoeth Houser, who term expired | Nayy from the 1ith day of April, 1902. 


January 9, 1902. | Lieut. George R. Salisbury, to be a lieutenant-commander in 
Frank S. Elgin, of Tennessee, to be United States marshal for | the Navy foun the 11th hep os April, 1902. 


the western district of Tennessee, vice Thomas H. Baker, whose Lieut. John L. Purcell, to be a lientenant-commander in the 
term expired March 8, 1902. Navy from the 11th day of April, 1902. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Robert H. Osborn, to bea lieutenant in 
Cavalry arm the Navy from the 11th day of April, 1902. 
‘ ; Lieut. Commander Rogers H. Galt, to be a commander in the 
_Corpl. John A. Barry, Troop D, Third Cavalry, to be second Navy from the 29th day of April, 1902. 
lieutenant, June 13, 1902, ; be Lieut. Frank W. Kellogg, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Notr.—Corporal Barry was nominated to the Senate June 25, Navy from the 29th day of April, 1902. 
1902, for appointment as second lieutenant im the Cavalry Arm, Lieut. (Junior Grade) Clarence England, to be a lieutenant in 
to rank from June 24, 1902. This nomination is submitted for | ype Navy from the 29th day of April, 1902. 
of Te of his date of rank to June 13, 1902, instead of June | “ Gommander John V. B. Bleecker, to be a captain in the Navy 
“4, 1902. : oo [ from the 3d day of June, 1902. 
APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE ARMY. Lieut. Commander Vincendon L. Cottman to be a commander 
Capt. Joseph C. Byron, quartermaster, to be captain of infan- | in the Navy from the 3d day of June, 1902, 
try, with rank from March 2, 1899, vice Baker. Lieut. Reuben O. Bitler, to be a lieuntenant-commander in the 


Capt. Chauncey B. Baker, Infantry Arm (detailed as quarter- | Navy from the 3d day of June, 1902. ; ; 
master), to be quartermaster with the rank of captain, March 2, Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edwin H. De Lany, to be a lieutenant in 
1899, vice Byron. the Navy from the 3d day of June, 1902. 


wxXV——471 


& 
4 

















La NN IEE fA AORTA 


ee 


en 





7922 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JUNE 27, 





Capt. Yates Stirling, to be a rear-admiral in the Navy from the 
8th day of June, 1902. 

Commander Andrew Dunlap, to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 8th day of June, 1902. 

Lieut. Commander Frank E. Sawyer, to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 8th day of June, 1902. . 

Lieut. Samuel H. Leonard, to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 8th day of June, 1902. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Frank H. Brumby, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 8th day of June, 1902. 

Commander John A. B. Smith, to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 8th day of June, 1902. 

Lieut. Commander Thomas B. Howard, to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 8th day of June, 1902. 

Lieut. Harry Pheips, to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy 
from the 8th day of June, 1902. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles K. Mallory, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 8th day of June, 1902. 

Capt. William C. Wise, to be a rear-admiral in the Navy from 
the 14th day of June, 1902. 

Commander Edward H. Gheen, to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 14th day of June, 1902. 

Lieut. Commander Walter C. Cowles, to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 14th day of June, 1902. 

Lieut. Homer C. Poundstone, to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 14th day of June, 1902. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) James P. Morton, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 14th day of June, 1902. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Frank P. Baldwin. to be a lientenant in 
the Navy from the 14th day of June, 1902. 

Commander Wells L. Field, to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 16th day of June, 1902. 

Lieut. Commander Austin M. Knight, to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 16th day of June, 1902. 

Lieut. Albert A. Ackerman, to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 16th day of June, 1902. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William C. Davidson, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 16th day of June, 1902. 

Commander Harrison G. O. Colby, to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 18th day of June, 1902. 

Lieut. Commander Charles J. Badger, to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 18th day of June, 1902. 

Lieut. Leo D. Miner, to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy 
from the 18th day of June, 1902. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) Newton Mansfield, to be a lieutenant in | 


the Navy from the 18th day of June, 1902. 


Lieut. Albert P. Niblack, to be a lieutenant-commander in the | assistant surgeon, First 


Navy from the 18th day of June, 1902. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harris Laning, to be a lieutenant in the 

Navy from the 18th day of June, 1902. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS, 

Corps of Engineers. 

. William A. Mitchell. 

. Warren T. Hannum, 

. Francis F. Longley. 

. Robert R. Ralston. 

. Mark Brooke. 

. Laurence V. Frazier. 

. dames F, Bell. 
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Cavalry Arm, 


12. Adam F. Casad. 

17. John C. Pegram. 

18. Charles H. Jennings. 
i9. Harry L. Hodges. 
23. Rigby D. Valliant. 
25. Victor 8. Foster. 


. Samuel W. Robertson. 
). Herbert Z. Krumm. 

. Oscar Foley. 

2. Frederick D. Griffith, jr. 
33. William L. Stevenson. 
34, Albert B Dockery. 

3. Henry E. Mitchell. 

27. Edmund L. Zane. 

38. Nelson A. Goodspeed. 
39. Charles McH. Eby. 

. William H. Cowles. 

. William A. McCain. 

. John K. Herr. 

. Philip H. Sheridan. 

7. Joseph F. Taulbee. 

. Andrew W. Smith. 

2. Troup Miller. 

. William W. Edwards, 





Artillery Corps, 
. Wade H. Carpenter. 
. Frederic W. Hinrichs, jr. 
. Samuel Frankenberger, 
. Charles M. Allen. 
. John E. Munroe. 
. Stephen Abbot. 
. William F. Morrison. 
. William H. Williams. 
. Myron 8. Crissy. 
. Ned B. Rehkopf. 
7. Walter K. Wilson. 
. John P. Terrell. 
. William M. Davis. 
Infantry Arm. 


. Gilbert H. Stewart. 

. John M. Gibert. 

. Edward J. Moran. 

. John R. McGinness. 

. Henry M. Nelly. 

. Frederick F. Black. 

. James M. Hobson, jr. 
49. David H. Bower. 

51. Hiram M. Cooper. 

53. Benjamin F. Miller. 
INFANTRY ARM. 


Louis Soléliac, jr., of New York, to be second lieutenant, June 
23, 1902. 
James W. Long, late captain in the United States Army, to be 
captain of infantry, June 24, 1902. 
Sergt. Walter O. Boswell, general service, United States Army, 
to be second lieutenant, June 24, 1902. 
CAVALRY ARM. 


William D. Pritchard, of North Carolina, late first lieutenant, 
Forty-ninth Infantry, United States Volunteers, now first lieu- 
tenant, Porto Rico Provisional Regiment of Infantry, to be second 
lieutenant, June 20, 1902. , 

William Whitelaw Gordon, at large, to be second lieutenant, 
June 20, 1902. 

Corpl. John A. Barry, Troop D, Third Cavalry, to be second 
lieutenant, June 13, 1902. 

MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 
To be assistant surgeons with the rank of first lieutenant. 

Reynold Marvin Kirby-Smith, of Tennessee, late captain and 
ennessee Volunteers, June 24, 1902. 

William Henry Moncrief, of Georgia, late first lieutenant and 
assistant surgeon, Second Georgia Volunteers, June 24, 1902. 

George Lehman Collins, of Massachusetts, June 24, 1902. 

Nelson Gapen, of the District of Columbia, June 24, 1902. 

William Thornwall Davis, of Kentucky, June 24, 1902. 

Charles Frederick Morse, of Vermont, June 24, 1902. 

Samuel Ernest Lambert, of Alabama, June 24, 1902. 

Theodore Lamson, of Massachusetts, June 24, 1902. 

Haywood Shepherd Hansell, of Georgia, June 24, 1902. 

Junius Claiborne Gregory, of Virginia, June 24, 1902. 

Clarence Herbert Connor, of Iowa, June 24, 1902. 

Jay Weir Grissinger, of Pennsylvania, June 24, 1902. 

Will Leroy Pyles, of the District of Columbia, June 24, 1902. 

Thomas Devereux, of Minnesota, June 24, 1902. 
we iam Mitchell Smart, of the District of Columbia, June 24, 

Robert Hamilton Pierson, of New York, June 24, 1902. 

Cary Alexander Snoddy, of Tennessee, June 24, 1902. 

Harry Selby Purnell, of Maryland, June 24, 1902. 

Second Lieut. Albert S. Fuger, Eleventh Cavalry, from the Cav- 
alry Arm to the Artillery Corps, with rank from February 2, 1901. 

Second Lieut. Rawson Warren, Artillery Corps, from the Ar- 
tillery Corps to the Cavalry Arm, with rank from February 2, 1901. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
ARTILLERY CORPS. 


Maj. Henry W. Hubbell, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, June 18, 1902. 
‘ — John R. Williams, Artillery Corps, to be major, June 13, 
INFANTRY ARM. 
First Lieut. Warren 8S. Barlow, Fifteenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, June 13, 1902. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Jacob H. Boger, to be postmaster at Findlay, in the county of 
Hancock and State of Ohio. 

Eugene S. Low, to be postmaster at Hamilton, in the county of 
Caldwell and State of Missouri. 
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Frank M. Hoeye, to be postmaster at Perry, in the county of 
Dallas and State of Iowa. 
Lew I. Sturgis, to be postmaster at Oelwein, in the county of 
Fayette and State of Lowa. 
Thomas D. Ward, to be postmaster at Corpus Christi, in the 
county of Nueces and State of Texas. 
George B. Zimpelman, to be postmaster at Austin, in the county 
of Travis and State of Texas. 
Charles K. Miller, to be postmaster at Athens, in the county of 
Henderson and State of Texas. 
Thomas Breen, to be postmaster at Mineola, in the county of 
Wood and State of Texas. 
Hal Singleton, to be postmaster at Jefferson, in the county of 
Marion and State of Texas. 
Richard O. Misener, to be postmaster at Hamilton, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of Texas. 
William L. Lemon, to be postmaster at North Yakima, in the 
county of Yakima and State of Washington. 
N. O. Baldwim, to be postmaster at Pomeroy, in the county of 
Garfield and State of Washington. 
J. D. Burns, to be postmaster at Tyler, in the county of Smith 
and State of Texas. 
Francis M. Barton, to be postmaster at Terrell, in the county 
of Kaufman and State of Texas. 
Lynn G. Thomas, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
Bradford and State of Pennsylvania. 
Ira Brown, to be postmaster at Sedro-Woolley, in the county of 
Skagit and State of Washington. 
Eugene E. Robertson, to be postmaster at Collins, in the county 
of Covington and State of Mississippi. 
Mand Olmsted, to be postmaster at Littleton, in the county of 
Arapahoe and State of Colorado. 
R. P. Campbell, to be aster at Aberdeen, in the county of 
Chehalis and State of Washington. 
Charles W. Anderson, to be postmaster at Platte, in the county 
of Charles Mix and State of South Dakota. 
Joshua P, Jessup, to be postmaster at Hertford, in the county 
of Perquimans and State of North Carolina. 
George W. Young, to be postmaster at Brevard, in the county 
Transylvania and State of North Carolina. 
Joel 8S. Ray, to be postmaster at Arcola, in the county of Doug- 
las and State of Mlinois. 
Paul A. F. Walter, to be postmaster at Santa Fe, in the county 
of Santa Fe and Territory of New Mexico. 
Charles H. Kuester, to be postmaster at North Judson, in the 
county of Starke and State of Indiana. 
Joseph T. Van Gundy, to be postmaster at Monticello, in the 
county of Piatt and State of Illinois. 
Cassius M. C. Weedman, to be postmaster at Farmer City, in 
the county of De Witt and State of Illinois. 
William H. Steen, to be postmaster at Braidwood, in the county 
of Will and State of Dlinois. 
James Frey, to be postmaster at Enterprise, in the county of 
Dickinson and State of Kansas. 
William H. Ellett, to be postmaster at Eldorado, in the county 
of Butler and State of Kansas. 
George S. Harris, to be master at Gas City, in the county 
of Grant and State of Indiana. 
Thomas E. Hurley, to be ange at Minneapolis, in the 
county of Ottawa and State of Kansas. 
Isaac B. Davis, to be postmaster at Marysville, in the county of 
Marshall and State of 
Henry L. Henderson, to be postmaster at Iola, in the county of 
Allen and State of Kansas. 
Bernard Roddy, to be postmaster at South Amboy, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of New Jersey. 
Louis T. Derousse, to be postmaster at Camden, in the county 
of Camden and State of New Jersey. 
Floyd E. Young, to be postmaster at Stockton, in the county 
of Rooks and State of Kansas. 
Charles E. Sheldon, to be.postmaster at Sherman, in the county 
of Chautauqua and State of New York. 
_ Frank Jones, to be postmaster at Ballston Spa, in the county of 
Saratoga and State of New York. 
Milo B, Greene, to be postmaster at Alfred, in the county of 
Allegany and State of New York. 
Mark Sternberger, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Ohio. 
John O. Burton, to be postmaster at Weldon, in the county of 
Halifax and State of North Carolina. 
George L. Patterson, to be postmaster at Concord, in the county 
of Cabarrus and State of North Carolina. 
,Villiam J. Hamilton, to be postmaster at Linton, in the county 
ot Greene and State of Indiana. 
_ida A. Hewes, to be postmaster at Casper, in the county of 
Natrona and State of Wyoming. 
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William F. Hains, to be postmaster at Wilmington, in the 
county of Clinton and State of Ohio. 

L. C. Schultz, to be postmaster at Green River, in the county 
of Sweetwater and State of Wyoming. 

Stephen Farmer, to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the county 
of Weakley and State of Tennessee. 

J. Watts Kearny, to be postmaster at New Orleans, in the par- 
ish of Orleans and State of Louisiana. 

John M. Benedict, to be postmaster at Centralia, in the county 
of Lewis and State of Washington. 

Drewy W. Rhyne, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county 
of Holmes and State of Mississippi. 

Louis J. Piernas, to be postmaster at Bay St. Louis, in the 
county of Hancock and State of Mississippi. 

Charles Lattimore, to be postmaster at Milford, in the county 
of Pike and State of Pennsylvania. 

T. A. Cochran, to be postmaster at Apollo, in the county of 
Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania. 

Ralph N. Warner, jr., to be postmaster at Haverford, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

Abram M. Morrison, to be postmaster at Ennis, in the county 
of Ellis and State of Texas. 

Carrie E. Hoke, to be postmaster at Taylor, in the county of 
Williamson and State of Texas. 

Walter S. Yates, to be postmaster at Forney, in the county of 
Kaufman and State of Texas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, June 27, 1902. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupsn, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed with amendments a 
bill of the House (H. R. 15108) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1902, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 15108, the general de- 
ficiency bill, and ask that the House disagree to all of the Senate 
amendments and ask for a conference thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 15108, 
the general deficiency bill, and that the House disagree to the 
amendments of the Senate and ask for a conference thereon. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I would ask the gentleman from Dlinois | Mr. Cannon] if it 
goes toa conference at once if he will allow a separate vote to 
be taken upon the Buffalo Exposition amendment when it comes 
back from conference? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I would say to the gentleman 
from New York that I have not the power to deny a separate 
vote if Ewould. Now, then, if the Senate is in earnest in placing 
on this amendment for the Pan-American Exposition, I have no 
doubt that the disagreement will be submitted tothe House. I 
want to be fair with the gentleman, and I would state that so far 
as I am concerned as an individual member of the House I am 
against the proposition; but when the disagreement is reported 
the gentleman can make his motion, and if the Senate is in earnest 
about it there will be a disagreement if Iam one of the conferees 
and my brethren agree with me. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Then, with the understanding that if it 
comes back from conference there will be an opportunity to take 
a separate vote on this amendment—— 

Mr. CANNON. Why, I could not cut the gentleman off from 
a ——— vote if I would. 

r. ALEXANDER. Would the gentleman from Illinois be 
willing to consider it now, to have a vote taken to agree to the 
Buffalo amendment? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman has that power. I suppose he 
could call up any one of these amendments. My judgment is, I 
would say to him, that there is more expedition in the course 
that I have asked unanimous consent for. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Very well. 

Mr. CANNON. But that is only my judgment, and the gen- 
tleman could pursue his own course. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Dlinois? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The Chair announced the following conferees on the part of 
the House: Messrs. Cannon, BARNEY, and LIviInesTon. 
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ELIZABETH A, TURNER. 


Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up a conference report 
on the bill (8. 5856) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
A. Turner, and, ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
report may be dispensed with and the statement be read in its 
place. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio calls up a confer- 


ence report, and asks unanimous consent to dispense with the | 


reading of the report and that the statement be read. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What is the report about? 

Mr. BROMWELL. A conference report on a pension bill. 

= SPEAKER. Without objection, this course will be pur- 
sued. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement, to be found on page 7442. 

Mr. BROMWELL. 


report. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- | 


man from Ohio. 
The question was taken, and the report adopted. 
ADELAIDE G. HATCH. 


Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up a conference report 
on the bill (S. 3320) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide 


G. Hatch, and ask unanimous consent that the reading of the | 


report be dispensed with and that the statement be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio calls up the con- 
ference report and asks unanimous consent that the reading of 
the report be dispensed with and the statement be read. With- 
out objection this course will be pursued. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement, to be found on page 7442. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
report. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 
report. 

The ~eport was agreed to. 


CLARA W. M’NAIR. 


Mr. BROMWELL. MrsSpeaker, I call up a conference report 
on the bill (S. 1225) granting~an increase of pension to Clara W. 
McNair, and ask unanimous consent that the reading of the re- 
port be dispensed with and that the statement be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio calls up a confer- 
ence report and asks unanimous consent that the reading of the 
report be dispensed with and that the statement be read. With- 
out objection, this course will be pursued. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement, to be found on page 7442. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio to agree to the conference report. 

The question was taken, and the report agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had disagreed to the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2295) tempo- 


rarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil gov- | 


Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the | 


laws ofthe State of Pennsylvania, is hereby authorized to con. 

| struct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Monongahela 
| River between a point on the eastern side of said river, at or near 
property of the Glassport Brick Company,in the borough of 
| Port Vue, in the county of Allegheny, and a point on the western 
side of said river, in the township of Jefferson, in said county, on 
property of the Monongahela-River Consolidated Coal and Coke 
Company, fronting on the public road, known as the river road, 
between Dravos and West Elizabeth. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GRAHAM, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

By unanimous consent, the bill H. R. 12706, being the corre- 
sponding House bill, was ordered to lie on the table. 


PROMOTIONS AND RETIREMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I am authorized by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to call up a privileged resolution, 
No. 284. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming, from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, calls up a privileged resolution, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 





ernment in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes, had | 


asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. LopGr, Mr. ALLISon, 
and Mr. CULBERSON as conferees on the part of the Senate. 


CLAYTON P. VAN HOUTEN, 


Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference re- 
port on the bill (S. 5506) granting an increase of pension to 
Clayton P. Van Houten. 

The conference report and statement were read. 

(For conference report and statement see page 7442.) 

The conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BROMWELL, a motion to reconsider the 


votes by which the several conference reports were adopted was | 


laid on the table. 
BRIDGE ACROSS MONONGAHELA RIVER, PENNSYLVANIA. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the bill | 


(S. 4611) to authorize the West Elizabeth aud Dravosburg Bridge 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Monon- 
gahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania, being similar to a 
House bill favorably reported and not requiring consideration in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was read. It provides that the West Elizabeth and 
Dravosburg Bridge Company, a corporation organized under the 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to in- 
form the House of Representatives of the number of promotions made in the 
Army since the Ist day of April, 1898, of officers, together with their names 
and rank, who have been retired within one year of their last promotion 
with a higher grade than that held at the time of their promotion, and the 
said Secretary of War is also directed to report to the House of Representa- 
tives the additional cost to the Government by reason of these promotions 
and retirements. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I should like to understand 
this resolution. I do not know why it is privileged. 

The SPEAKER. It is a seven-day resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. <A resolution of inquiry ad- 
dressed to the head of a department? 

Mr. MONDELL. A resolution of inquiry addressed to the Sec- 
retary of War, and I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to move that the resolution be adopted. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER, PIERRE, 8S. DAK. 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 14082) to 
provide for the construction of a bridge by the Duluth, Pierre and 
Black Hills Railroad Company across the Missouri River, at Pierre, 
S. Dak. 

The bill was read. It provides that the Duluth, Pierre and 
Black Hills Railroad Company, a corporation duly organized 
under the general incorporation laws of the State of South Da- 
kota, its successors and assigns, is hereby authorized to construct 
and maintain a bridge across the Missouri River at or near the 
city of Pierre, Hughes County, 8. Dak., and also to lay on and 
over said bridge a railway track or tracks for the passage of 
railway trains; and said corporation may construct and main- 
tain ways for wagons, carriages, and foot passengers, charging 
and receiving such reasonable tolls therefor as may be approved 
from time to time by the Secretary of War. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


COURT OF APPEALS, ATLANTA, GA, 


Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 5383) providing that the 
circuit court of appeals of the fifth judicial circuit of the United 
States shall hold at least one term of said court annually in the 
city of Atlanta, in the State of Georgia, on the first Monday in 
October in each year. 

The bill was read. s 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary were read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
| Theamendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, and was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FLEMING, a motion to reconsider the last 
| vote was laid on the table. 


GEORGE H. PAUL. 


Mr. OTJEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill I send to the desk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 1949) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to appoint George H. 
Paul a warrant machinist in the Navy. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized 
to appoint George H. Paul to fill an original vacancy in the 100 warrant ma- 
chinists in the 
1899, entitled ‘‘An act to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the person- 
nel of the Navy and Marine Corps of the United States,” noteithetanting he 
was about seven months beyond the age limit at the time of examination 
he having passed the examination, near the top of the list, under a misap 
prehension as to the age limit, and having serve 
val Academy and four years atsea in the Govern ment service as an engineer 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Reserving the right to ob- 
ject, Mr. Speaker, I would like to have some explanation as to 
what this bill does and the necessity for it. I ask for order, that 
we may hear the gentleman. 

Mr. OTJEN. Mr. Speaker, this young man took the exa mina- 
tion for a warrant machinist, and after he had taken the ex ami- 
nation it was found that he was seven months over the age limit. 
The Secretary of the Navy recommends that he be appointed. 
The bill has passed the Senate, and it has been recommended by 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There are no peculiar rea- 
sons for the action? 

Mr. OTJEN. He passed a very high examination and stands 
very nearly at the top of the list. He has served one year in the 
Naval Academy. He has had four years of sea experience, and 
the Secretary of the Navy is holding one of these places open for 


him, and on account of his high examination and experience rec- | 


ommends his appointment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not like this matter of 
special legislation, Mr. Speaker, and without further understand- 
ing the matter I shall object to its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Subsequently, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that the gentleman from | 


Tennessee has withdrawn objection to the bill called up by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. OTJEN]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I made the 
objection. After an examination of the bill, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I have no further objection to its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. MOON. Ido. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is again made. 


MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE, 


Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, by instruction of the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce I desire to ask unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of the bill (8. 2162). 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (8. 2162) to increase the efficiency and change the name of the United 
States Marine-Hospital Service. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the United States Marine-Hospital Service shall 
hereafter be knownand designated as the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States, and the Supervising Surgeon-General and the 
officers now or hereafter commissioned under the act of January 4, 1889, en- 
titled “An act to regulate appointments in the Marine-Hospital Service of 
the United States,” and acts amendatory thereof, shall hereafter be known 
as the Surgeon-General, surgeons, passed assistant surgeons, and assistant 
surgeons of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States. Nothing in this act contained shall be held or construed to discharge 
any of the officers above named, or any of the acting assistant surgeons, 
pharmacists, and other employees of the Marine-Hospital Service, or to de- 
prive any officer of his commission or the benefits derived by longevity of 
service. The care of sick and disabled seamen and all other duties now re- 
quired by law to be performed aye Marine-Hospital Service shall here- 
after be performed by the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service, and 
all funds and appropriations now provided by law for use by the Marine- 
Hospital Service and all properties and rights pertaining to said service shall 
be available for use for like pur s and in like manner, under the Treasury 
Department, by the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service. 

Sec. 2. That the salary of the Surgeon-General of the Public Health and 
Marine-Hospital Service shall be $5,000 per annum, and the salaries and al- 
lowances of the commissioned medical officers of said service shall be the 
same as now provided by regulations of the Marine-Hospital Service. 

Src. 3. That commissioned medical officers, when detailed by the Surgeon- 
General for duty in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Bureau at_Wash- 
ington, D. C., in charge of the administrative divisions thereof, namely, ma- 
rine hospitals and relief, domestic quarantine, foreign and insular quarantine, 
personneland accounts, sanitary reportsand statistics, and scientific research, 
shall, while thus serving, be assistant surgeons-general of the Public Health 
and eee Service, but their pay and allowances shall be the same 
as now provided by regulations of the Marine-Hospital Service for officers in 
charge of said divisions; and the senior officer thus serving shall be the as- 
sistant within the meaning of section 178, Revised Statutes of the United 
States: Provided, however, That no such officer shall be detailed in charge of 
said divisions who is below the rank of assistant surgeon. 

Src. 4. That the President is authorized, in his discretion, to utilize the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service in times of threatened or actual 
war tosuch extent and in such manner as shall in his judgment promote the 
public interest without, however, in any wise impairing the efficiency of the 
‘ervice for the purposes for which the same was created and is maintained. 

Sec. 5. That there shall be an advisory board for the hygienic laboratory 
provided by the act of Congress approved March 8, 190], for consultation 

with the Surgeon-General of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service 


avy, authorized by section 14 of the act approved March 3, | 


twelve months atthe Na | 


| pay as shall be 


relative to the investigations to be inaugurated, and the methods of conduct- 
ing the same, in said laboratory. Said board shall consist of three competent 
experts, to be detailed from the Army, the Navy, and the Bureau of Animal 
Industry by the Surgeon-General of the Army, the Surgeon-General of the 
Navy, and the Secretary of Agriculture, respectively, which experts, with 
the director of the said laboratory, shall be ex officio members of the board 
and serve without additional compensation. Five other members of said 


| board shall be appointed by the Surgeon-General of the Public Health and 


Marine-Hospital Service, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, who shall be skilled in laboratory work in its relation to the public 
health, and not in the regularemploymentof the Government. The said five 
members shall each receive compensation of $10 per diem while serving in 


| conference, as aforesaid, together with allowance for actual and necessary 


traveling expenses and hotel expenses while in conference. Said conference 
is not to exceed ten days in any one fiscal year. The term of service of the 
five members of said board, not in the regular employment of the Govern- 
ment, first appointed shall be so extenaell then one of said members shall re- 


| tire each year, the subsequent appointments to be for a period of five years. 
| Appointments to fill vacancies occurring in a manner other than as above 


»yrovided shall be made for the unexpired term of the member whose place 
as become vacant. 

Sec. 6. That there shall be appointed by the Surgeon-General, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treastirry, whenever, in the opinion of the 
Surgeon-General, commissioned medical officers of the Public Health and 
Marine-Hospital Service are not available for this duty by detail, competent 
persons to take charge of the divisions, respectively, of chemistry, zoology, 
and pharmacology of the hygienic laboratory, who shall each receive such 
xed by the Surgeon-General, with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. The director of the said laboratory shall be an of- 
ficer detailed from the corps of commissioned medical officers of the Public 
Health and Marine-Hospital Service, as now provided by regulations for said 
detail from the Marine-Hospital Service, and while thus serving shall have 
the pay and emoluments of a surgeon: Provided, That all commissioned offi- 
cers of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service not below the grade 
of passed assistant surgeon shall be eligible to assignment to duty in charge 
of the said divisions of the hygienic laboratory, and while serving in such 
capacity shall be entitled to the pay and emoluments of their rank. 

Sec. 7. That when, in the opinion of the Surgeon-General of the Public 
Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, the interests of the 
public health would be promoted by a conference of said service with State 
or Territorial boards of health, quarantine authorities, or State health of- 
ficers, the District of Columbia included, he may invite as many of said health 
and quarantine authorities as he deems necessary or oe to send dele- 
gates, not more than one from each State or Territory and District of Colum- 
bia, to said conference: Provided, That an annual conference of the health 
authorities of all the States and Territories and the District of Columbia 
shall be called, each of said States, Territories, and the District of Columbia 
to be entitled to one delegate: And provided further, That it shall be the duty 
of the said Surgeon-General to call a conference upon the application of not 


| less than five State or Territorial boards of health, quarantine authorities, or 


State health officers, each of said States and Territories joining in such re- 
quest to be represented by one delegate. 
Sec. 8. That to secure uniformity in the registration of mortality, mor- 


| bidity, and vital statistics it shall be the duty of the Surgeon-General of the 
| Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service, after the annual conference re- 


quired by section 7 to be called, to prepare and distribute suitable and nec- 
essary forms for the collection and compilation of such statistics, and said 
statistics, when transmitted to the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Bu- 
reau on said forms, shall be compiled and ae by the Public Health 
and Marine-Hospital Service asa part of the health reports published by 
said service. 

Sec. 9. That the President shall from time to time prescribe rules for the 
conduct of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service. He shall also 
prescribe regulations respecting its internal administration and discipline, 
and the uniforms of its oficers and employees. It shall be the duty of the 
Surgeon-General to transmit annually to the Secretary of the Treasury, for 
transmission by said Secretary to Congress, a full and complete report of 
the transactions of said Service, including a detailed statement of receipts 
and disbursements. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, is this a request for unanimous 
consent? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Speaker, I think that bill is too im- 


portant a measure to be considered by unanimous consent with- 
out going into Committee of the Whole, and I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


PHILIPPINE GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I call up the Philip- 
pine government bill, and move that the House insist upon its 
amendments disagreed to by the Senate and agree to the con- 
ference asked. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin moves that 
the House insist on its amendments to the Philippine govern- 
ment bill and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The question was taken, and the motiort was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the following conferees: Mr. COOPER 
of Wisconsin, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. CRUMPACKER, Mr. JONES of Vir- 
ginia, and Mr. Mappox. 


AMENDMENT OF DISTRICT CODE. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a conference 
report. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 498) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to establish a code of law 
for the District of Columbia.” 

The SPEAKER. The report and statement will be printed, 
under the rule. 

The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendmentof the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 493) toamendan 
act entitled ‘An act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia,” 
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having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and | used and operated in every train in which such car is hauled, unless inde- 


do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House. and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 

In caid amendment, page 1, line 8, strike out “four” and insert “six.” 

‘ ce page 2 strike out lines 7 to 15, inclusive, and in lieu thereof insert the 
OLLOW Iirg > 

‘And said supreme court shall from time to time divide the said district 
into subdistricts and prescribe the place in each subdistrict where the jus- 
tice thereof shall have his office for the transaction of business, and may 
change the boundaries of such subdistricts and the localities of the offices of 
the justices therein from time to time as the volume and convenience of the 
business may require. No justice of the peace during his term of office shall 
engage in the practiceof the law, subject to the penalty of removal from his 
office. When the number of such justices of the peace shall be reduced by 
death, resignation, or expiration of term of service, or otherwise, to six, the 
number of such justices of the peace shall be six only, and if the number 
shall not be reduced to six until the expiration of the term of the present 
justices of the peace, only six vacancies shall then be filled.” 

On page 3 strike out line 1. 

On page 5, line 18, after “President,” insert “by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate.” 

On page 14, line 19, strike out “drunkards” and insert ‘‘any person.” 

On page 16, line 9, after “‘ compensation,” insert *‘at the rate of $4,000 per 
annum:” and in line 10, after the word “ wills,” add the following proviso: 
“4nd provided further, That the employees of said office shall not be in 
excess of the number actually necessary for the proper conduct of the office 
of said register of wills.” 

On page 32, line 25, strike out “ five” and insert “ fifth.” 

On page 35, line 25, strike out “ live” and insert “ life.” 

On page 56 strike out lines 23, 24, and 25; and on page 57 strike out lines 1 
and 2, and in lieu thereof insert the following: 

“Src. 1073a. Whenever the court shall be satisfied that the oa produc- 
ing a witmess has been taken by surprise by the testimony of such witness 
such party may, in the discretion of the court, be allowed to prove, for the 
purpose only of affecting the credibility of the witness, that the witness has 
made to such party or to his attorney statements substantially variant from 
his sworn testimony about material facts in the cause; but before such.” 

page 61, line 1, strike out *‘such person or corporation” and insert ‘‘the 
creditor.” 

On page 64, line 1, strike out “‘ four” and insert “five.” 

On page 64, line 15, after “ court,” insert ‘holding an equity term;” and in 
line 18, after the word “infant,”’ add “The court shall have power, in its 
discretion, to grant the prayer of such petition.” 

On page 68, line 10, strike out “line 3” and insert “ lines 2 and 3.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

JOHN J. JENKINS, 


SAML. W. SMITH, 
W.S. COWHERD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


J.C. PRITCHARD, 

W. P. DILLINGHAM, 

THOMAS 8. MARTIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement is as follows: 


Statement of the managers on the part of the House at the conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to 
the bill S.-493, ““ An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to establish a code 
of law for the District of Columbia.’”’ 

The first amendment provides for a reduction in the number of the jus- 
tices of the peace from ten to six, instead of to four,as provided by the House, 
the reduction to take place as the present justices retire from office, either 
by death, resignation, or expiration of terms. 

The second amendment provides for changes in the subdistricts to corre- 
spond with the reduction of the number of justices of the peace. 

The third amendment leaves section 7 of the codeasit isat the present time. 

The fourth amendment provides that the nominations of justices of the 
peace shall continue to be confirmed by the Senate. 

The fifth amendment is simply a change in legal pasomeiegs. 

The sixth amendment provides that the employees of the office of the 
register of wills shall be restricted to the number actually necessary to the 
proper conduct of that office, and makes the compensation of this officer to 
correspond with that received by the register of deeds and the clerk of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia. 

he further amendmentsare simply verbal, or changesin the legal phrase- 


ology. 
JOHN J. JENKINS, 
SAML. W. SMITH, 
W.S. COWHERD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


AUTOMATIC CAR COUPLERS. 


Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 15144) toamend an act entitled “An act to promote the safety 


of employees and travelers upon railroads by compelling common carriers | 


engeged in interstate commerce to equip their cars with automatic coup- 

lers and continuous brakes and their locomotives with driving-wheel 

brakes, and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1893, and amended 

April 1, 1896 

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions and uirements of the act entitled 
“An act to promote the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by 
compelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip their 
cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes and their locomotives 
with driving-wheel brakes, and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1893, 
and amended April 1, 1896, shall be held to apply to common carriers by rail- 
roads operated by steam power in the Territories and the District of Colum- 
bia; and the provisions and requirements hereof, and of said acts relating to 
automatic couplers. grab irons, and the height of draw bars, shall be held to 
apply to all locomotives, tenders, cars, and similar vehicles used on any rail- 
road operated by steam power engaged in interstate commerce, and in the 
Territories and the District of Columbia, and to all other locomotives, ten- 
ders, cars, and similar vehicles used in connection therewith, excepting those 
trains, cars. and locomotives exempted by the provisions of section 6 of said 
act of March 2, 1893. as amended by the act of April 1, 1896; and the b irons 
or hand holds in the ends of locomotives and tenders shall extend the full 
length of the end sills thereof, and shall extend upward at least 4 inches clear 
of any obstruction 

Sec. 2. That whenever, as provided for in said act, any car is equi 
with train or power brakes in condition to be operated the same shall be 


pendently of such car 65 per cent of the cars in such train are equi d with 
power or train brakes and are associated ther and so used and operated 
in such train: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be held to release any 
common carrier from any of the provisions or requirements of said act ap- 
proved March 2, 1883, and amended April 1, 1896. 

Sec. 3. That the provisions of section 1 of this act shall not take effect until 
January 1, 1903, and the provisions of section 2 of this act shall not take effect 
until ninety days after the passage of this act. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. 15108) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1902, and for prior years, and for other purposes, disagreed to 
by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hate, Mr. ALLIson, and Mr. 
TELLER as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill (S. 498) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
establish a code of laws for the District of Columbia.’’ 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill (S. 3360) for the promotion of First Lieut. Joseph 
M. Simms, Revenue-Cutter Service. 


ARTURO R. CALVO. 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up and ask 
unanimous consent for the consideration of Senate joint resolu- 
tion 118. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint resolution (8. R. 118) authorizing the Secretary of War to receive for 
instruction at the Military Academy at West Point Arturo R. Calvo, of 
Costa Rica. 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized 
to permit Arturo R. Calvo, of Costa Rica, to receive instruction at the Mili- 
tary Academy at West Point: Provided, That no expense shall be caused to 
the United States thereby: And provided further, That in the case of the said 
Arturo R. Calvo the provisions of sections 1320 and 1321 of the Revised Stat- 
utes shall be suspended. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MOON. _I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


HOUSE CALENDAR, 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing to ask for the present consideration of the fol- 
lowing privileged resolution, No. 319. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That of the last issue of the House Calendar for the first session 
of the Fifty-seventh Congress there shall be printed asa House document 
es copies, of which number 400 copies shall bound in cloth, for the use 
of the House. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
REPORT OF THE DAUGHTERS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION. 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. 8 er, I am also directed by the 
Committee on Printing to up Senate concurrent resolution 
No. 27. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved 7 Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 7,500 additional copies of Senate Document No. 164, third session 
Fifty-fifth Congress, being the report of the Daughters of the American 
Revolution for 1890 to 1887, together with the historical preface herewith, in- 
dorsed by the board of management of that society, of which 2,500 shall be for 
the use of the Senate and 5,000 for the use of the House of Representatives. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. HEATWOLE, a motion to reconsider the last 


| two votes was laid on the table. 


CAPT. SIDNEY 8. SHAW. 


Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7539) for the relief of 
Capt. Sidney S. Shaw. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. MOON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

NATIONAL ENCAMPMENT OF THE GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of House joint resolution 198, giving 
authority to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to 
make special regulations for the occasion of the Thirty-sixth Na- 
tional Encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic, to be 









held in the District of Columbia in the month of October, 1902, 
and for other purposes incident to said encampment. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution? 

Mr. MOON. I object. , . 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

AMENDING SECTIONS 3362 AND 3304 OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I call up the privileged bill 
(S. 3886) to amend section 3362 of the Revised Statutes, relating to | 
tobaeco. : 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 3862 of the Revised Statutes, as amended | 
by the act of March 1, 1879, and by the act of January 9, 1883, be, and the 
same is hereby, amended by striking all out after the fifth paragraph thereof 
and inserting in lieu of the words so stricken out the following: 

“And every such wooden package shall have printed or marked thereon 
the manufacturer's name and place of manufacture, the registered number | 
of the manufactory, and the gross weight, the tare, and the net weight of the | 
tobaceo in each skage: Provided, That these limitations and descriptions | 
of packages shall not apply to tobacco and snuff transported in bond for ex- 
portation and actually exported: And provided further, That perique tobacco, 
fine-cut shorts, the refuse of fine-cut chewing tobacco, rela scraps, clip- 
pings, cuttings, and sweepings of tobacco may be sold in bulk as materia 
and without the payment of tax, by one manufacturer directly to another 
manufacturer, or for export, under such restrictions, rules, and regulations 
as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may prescribe: And provided fur- | 
ther, That wood, metal, paper, or other materials may be used separately or | 
in combination for packing tobacco, snuff, and cigars under such regulations 
as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may establish.” 


The folowing amendment was recommended by the committee: 

Add the following as section 2: 

‘Sec. 2. That the last paragraph of section 3394 of the Revised Statutes, 
as amended by the tenth section of the act of July 24, 1897, is hereby further 
amended so as to read as follows: 

“*No kages of manufactured tobacco, snuff, cigars, or cigarettes pre- 
scribed by law shall be permitted to have packed in or attached to or con- | 
nected with them, nor affixed to, branded, stamped, marked, written, or | 
printed upon them, any paper, certificate, or instrument purporting to be or 
represent a ticket, chance, share, or interest in or dependent upon the event 
of a lottery, nor any indecent or immoral picture, representation, print, or 
words: and any violation of the provisions of this paragraph shall subject the 
Bente to = penalties and punishments provided by section 3456 of the | 
Revised Statutes.’ ” 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
ask the gentleman from Ohio if this has been reported from the 
committee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Itis the unanimous report of the Com- | 





mittee on Ways and Means. There is an amendment to the bill, | 
Mr. Speaker. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read the third time, was read the | 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to ask unanimous consent to | 
amend the title by adding ‘‘ section 3394.’’ The amendment | 
amends another section, so that the title does not cover both sec- 
tions. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment of the 
title will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SULZER. The bill having been passed, will not the gen- 
tleman have to move to reconsider? 

The SPEAKER. Not where unanimous consent is given to 
amend the title, as is customary. 


AMENDMENT TO INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the privileged bill | 
a 


(H. R. 179) to amend the internal-revenue 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.. That all distilled spirits now in internal-revenue bonded 
warehouses or which may hereafter roduced and deposited in such 
warehouses shall be-entitled to the same wance for loss from leakage or 
evaporation which now exists in favor of distilled spirits produced, ganged. 
and so deposited prior to January 1, 1899, and subject to the same conditions 
and limitations, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 
_ The bill wasordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—HORTON AGAINST BUTLER. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I call up the contested-election case of 
Horton v, Butler, from the Twelfth Congressional district of Mis- 
souri. Task that the resolution reported by the committee be 


read. 
er, I desire to 


WSs. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. S 
make a parliamen: inquiry. Is not this day set apart under 
the rules as the day for invalid pensions? 
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. The SPEAKER. It is; but the election case is of higher priv- 
ilege. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Surely we are not going to 
set aside the pension business assigned by the rules for to-day 
in order to take up an election contest where no one is to be 
seated. Surely gentlemen do not desire to do that. I wish to 
raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will first be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That no valid election for Representative in Congress was held 
in the Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri on the 6th day of Novem- 
ber, 1900, and that the seat now held by the contestee is hereby declared 
vacant. 


Mr. BOWIE. . “Mr. Speaker, I would like to have about five 
minutes by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Thereguiar order is demanded. The gentle- 
man from Tennessee raises the question of consideration. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand that Mr. But- 
ler, the contestee in this case, is sick in bed, and that his physician 
certifies he is not able to be here. 

The SPEAKER. The question of consideration is not de- 
batable. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I all for the regular order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I remind gentlemen that 
this is the last day of the present session on which pension busi- 
ness will have any showing. LIraise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is out of 
order. The question of consideration has been raised, and is not 
debatable. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This is the last day you 
will get for pensions. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is out of order, 
and he will please take his seat. 

The question being taken, Will the House now consider the 
resolution reported from the Committee on Elections? there were— 


| ayes 114, noes 88. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I call for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered. 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I demand the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 146, nays 112, 
| answered ‘‘ present ’”’ 12, not voting 80; as follows: 





YEAS—146. 

Adams, Darragh, Howell, Powers, Mass. 
Alexander, Davidson, Hughes, Prince, 
Allen, Me. Dayton, Jack, Ray, N. Y. 
Aplin, Deemer, Jones, Wash. Reeves, 
Babcock, Dick; Ketcham, Roberts, 
Ball, Del. Douglas, Knapp, Rumple, 
Bartholdt, Dovener, Knox, Schirm, 
Bates, Draper, Kyle, Scott, 
Beidler, Eddy, Lacey, Shattuc, 
Bingham, Foerderer, Lawrence, Showalter, 
Bishop, Foss, ler. Sibley, 
Blackburn, Foster, Vt. Lewis, Pa. Smith, Il. 

| Boutell, Fowler, Littlefield, Smith, Iowa 
Bowersock, Gaines, W. Va. Loud, Smith, 8. W. 
Brick, Gardner, Mich, Lovering, Southard, 

| Bristow, Gardner,N.J. MeCall, Southwick, 

| Bromwell, Gibson, McLachlan, Sperry, 

| Brown, Gill, Mahon, Steele, 
Brownlow, Gillet, N. Y. Mann, Stevens, Minn. 

| Burk, Pa. Graff, Marshall, Stewart, N. J. 

| Burke, S. Dak. Graham, Martin, Stewart, N.Y. 
Burleigh, Greene, Mass, Mercer, Sulloway, 
Burton, Grosvenor, Miller, Sutherland, 

| Butler, Pa. Grow, Moody, N.C. Tawney, 

| Calderhead, Hamilton, Moody, Oreg. Tayler, Ohio 

| Capron, Hanbury, Morgan, Thomas, Iowa 

| Cassel, Haskins, Morrell, Tirrell, 
Conner, Heatwole, Moss. Tongue, 

| Coombs, Hedge, Mudd, Van Voorhis, 
Cousins, Hemenway, Nevin, Wachter, 

| Cromer, Henry, Conn. Olmsted, Wadsworth, 
Crumpacker, Hepburn, Otjen, Wanger, 
Currier, Hildebrant, Overstreet, Warner, 

| Curtis, Hill, Palmer, Warnock, 

| Cushman, Hitt, Payne, Watson. 

| Dahle, Holliday, Pearre, 

| Dalzell, Hopkins, Perkins, 

NAYS—112. 
Adamson, Clayton, Griffith, Lewis, Ga. 
Allen, Ky. Cooper, Tex. Griggs, Lindsay, 
Ball, Tex. Cowherd, Hay, Little, 
Bankhead, Davey, La. Hooker, Livingston, 
Bartlett, De Armond, Howard, Lloyd, 
Bell, Dinsmore, Jackson, Kans, McClellan, 
Benton, Dougherty, Johnson, McCulloch, 
Bowie, Feely, Jones, Va. McDermott, 
Brantley, Finley, Kehoe, Mc Rae, 
Breazeale, Fitzgerald, Kitchin, Claude Maddox, 
Burgess, Fleming, Kitchin, Wm. W. Mahoney, 
Bur Flood, Kleberg, Maynard, 
Burnett. Foster, Il. Kluttz, Meyer, La, 
Caldwell, Gaines, Tenn, Lamb, Mickey, 
Candler, Goldfogle, Lanham, Miers, Ind, 
Gordon. Lassiter, Moon, 

Clark, Green, Pa. Lester, Mutchler, 
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Naphen, 
Neville, 
Newlands, 
Norton, 
Padgett, 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pierce, 

Px uu, 
Pugsley, 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 


Burkett, 
Cochran, 
Emerson, 


Acheson, 
Barney, 
Bellamy, 
Beimont, 
Blakeney, 
Boreing, 
Broussard, 
Brundidge, 
Bull, 
‘annon, 
‘onnell, 
sonry, 
‘ooney, 
Sooper, Wis. 
% a. 
Creamer, 
Crowley, 
Davis, Fla. 
De Graffenreid, 
Driscoll, 


Area A 


~ 


Rhea, Va. 
Richardson, Ala. 
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Sims, 
Slayden, 


Richardson, Tenn. Small, 


Rixey, 

Robb, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Rucker, 

Ryan, 
Shackleford, 
Shafroth, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—12. 


Evans, 
Irwin, 
Jenkins, 


Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 

Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 


Kahn, 
Metcalf, 
Needham, 


NOT VOTING—80. 


Edwards, 
Elliott, 
Esch, 
Fletcher, 
Fordney, 
Fox, 
Gilbert, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Glenn, 
Gooch, 

Hall, 
Haugen, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hull, 
Jackson, Md. 
Jett, 

Joy, 

Kern, 


Landis, 


Latimer, 
Lever, 
Littauer, 
Long, 
Loudenslager, 
McAndrews, 
McCleary, 
McLain, 
Minor, 
Mondell, 
Morris, 
Parker, 
Patterson, Pa. 
Reeder, 

Reid, 
Robertson, La. 
Ruppert, 
Russell, 
Scarborough, 
Selby, 


So the House decided to consider. 
The following pairs were announced: 
For the session: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


WRIGHT with Mr. HAtu. 
BoREING with Mr. TRIMBLE. 
KAHN with Mr. BELMONT. 
METCALF with Mr. WHEELER. 
BULL with Mr. CROWLEY. 
IRWIN with Mr. Goocu. 


Until further notice: 


Mr. Joy with Mr. CocHRAN. 
LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. 
Henry C. Smitu with Mr. Taywor of Alabama. 
JENKINS with Mr. SmitH of Kentucky. 
HAUGEN with Mr. LEVER. 

SKILEs with Mr. TALBERT. 

DRISCOLL with Mr. Rogprnson of Nebraska. 
EMERSON with Mr. GILBERT. 
SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


For two weeks: 
Mr. WEEKS with Mr. SHEPPARD. 


For ten days: 


Mr. BuRKETT with Mr. SHALLENBERGER. 
Until the 28th: 
Mr. Evans with Mr. Henry of Mississippi. 


For the day: 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


NEEDHAM with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 
Powers of Maine with Mr. Fox. 
RUSSELL with Mr. RoBEerTsON of Louisiana. 
Ww. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. JETT. 
REEDER with Mr. SELBY. 
PATTERSON of Pennsylvania with Mr. SCARBOROUGH. 
MInNor with Mr. McLarn. 
McCLEARY with Mr. McANDREWS, 
LONG with Mr. LATIMER. 

LANDIS with Mr. Henry of Texas. 
HULL with Mr. GLENN. 
Escu with Mr. Evwiorr. 
CORLISS with Mr. KERN. 
SHELDEN with Mr. EDWARDs. 
CONNELL with Mr. Davis of Florida. 
FORDNEY with Mr. REID. 

CANNON with Mr. CREAMER. 
BARNEY with Mr. Conry. 

ACHESON with Mr. BROUSSARD. 
SToRM with Mr. BELLAMY. 

Woops with Mr. WHITE. 

VREELAND with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. YounG with Mr. Cooney. 





Tate, 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N.C. 
Thompson, 
Underwood, 
Wiley, 
Williams, Ml. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, 
Wooten, 
Zenor. 


Powers, Me. 
Skiles, 
Wright. 


Shallenberger, 
Shelden, 
Sheppard, 
Sherman, 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, H.C. 


Smith, Wm. Alden 


Storm, 

Talbert, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Trimble, 
Vandiver, 
Vreeland, 
Weeks, 
Wheeler, 
White, 

Woods, 

Young. 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from | didate for Congress, and that is the kind of representation that 


Ohio [Mr.-TayYLER]. 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. 
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his side, and, pending that, we can confer as to the time. I wish 
to confer with some gentlemen on this side of the House. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I was anxious to know at this time if 
there was to be no debate. 

Mr. BOWIE. I would not agree to have no debate. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Of course I do not desire to compel 
anybody to withhold debate. I yield, then, to my colleague [Mr, 
Situ of Iowa], to speak in his own time. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this contest was instituted 
by William N. Horton, who was a Republican candidate for Con- 
gress from the Twelfth district of Missouri in the election of 1900, 
as against James J. Butler, who was the Democratic nominee 
and who received his certificate of election. The Committee on 
Elections No. 1, having had this matter under consideration, have 
reported in favor of declaring the seat vacant. Before proceed- 
ing to a discussion of the facts in this particular case, I desire to 
call attention to those laws of the State of Missouri which are 
applicable to it. It is provided by the constitution of the State 
of Missouri that every ballot shall be so marked as that it can be 
determined after the election who cast that ballot. As a matter 

| of fact,in Missouri the name of every voter is given a number at 
the time he casts his ballot and his ballot is given the same num- 
ber, and so it becomes possible in the case of an election contest 
to determine, in the absence of mistakes upon the part of the 
election officers, the name of every person who cast a ballot in 
that election. 

In the State of Missouri the city of St. Louis is usually Repub- 
lican and the State usually Democratic; and to remove the pat- 
ronage from the city government, or for other causes which are 
not material here, the legislature of Missouri passed a law creat- 
ing a police commission in the city of St. Louis, appointed by the 
governor and having entire control of the pelice force of that city. 
This police force, by reason of the political character of the State 
of Missouri, is and has been ever since the passage of the law re- 
ferred to a Democratic police force. The law of the State of 
Missouri provides now that the election commissioners of the city 
of St. Louis shall also be appointed by the governor. 

The Filley law, passed in 1895, provided that two of the elec- 
tion commissioners should be appointed by the governor and one 
by the mayor, and explicitly provided that the one appointed by 
the mayor should be of the opposite political faith to that enter- 
tained by those appointed by the governor. As the mayor of St. 
Louis is usually a Republican, practically this law entrusted the 
appointment of the Democratic members of this commission to 
the Democratic governor and the appointment of the Republican 
member to a Republican mayor. But as at times the mayor of 
St. Louis is a Democrat, it was explicitly provided that he must 
appoint a commissioner of the leading political party other than 
that of the governor. This law also provided that the governor 
should designate the chairman of the election commission, and 
that the mayor’s appointee should be the secretary of the com- 
mission. 

But in 1899 the law was changed, so that all appointments are 
made by the governor, and the commission select the secretary 
from without the board, who is of the political party represented 
by the majority upon the board. So that while under the former 
law the Democrats got the chairman of the board and the Re- 
publicans the secretary of the board, under the new law the 
Democracy receives a majority of the board and the chairman 
and the secretary. Under the old law it was provided that this 
Republican representative should have the choice of all the 
judges and clerks representing the Republicans upon the various 
election boards in the city and county of St. Louis. Under the 
new law no such power is given to the Republican representative, 
but the power is intrusted first to the election commission. itself, 
and in their absence to the secretary of the commission, who is 
clothed with all the powers of the full board when the board are 
absent or otherwise not in session. 

While the new law requires that the Republicans shall be given 
equal representation upon these election boards, it does not give 
to the Republicans the choice of their representation upon these 
boards. A pretense in this case was made of carrying out the 
law; but in 5 wards of the 15, in this district where the commit- 
tee have taken the pains to see how these alleged Republican 
judges and clerks voted, the record shows that 53 voted for the 
Republican candidate for Congress and 60 voted against the Re- 
publican candidate for Congress. An absolute majority of tho 
| so-called Republican judges and clerks, so far as they were can- 
| vassed by this committee, have voted against the Republican can- 


| was given to the Republicans upon the election boards in the city of 


Mr. Speaker, I am just in the midst of | St. Louis. Andif we bear thisin mind we will be able the better to 


a conference with the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Bowie] and | understand the methods by which the iniquity was carried out in 
his colleague respecting the time that the debate shall endure. 


Mr. BOWIE. 


Mr. Speaker, I would make this suggestion, that 


| the election of 1900. : 
Before the election of 1900 it was believed by the Republicans 


the gentleman proceed and grant time to whoever is to open on ! that large numbers of fictitious names had been registered. They 








1902. 
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succeeded in getting alist of about fifteen hundred of these names. | credit of the names found in the McBurney canvass and not found 


They sent out registered letters to those persons at the addresses 
given upon the register books. The post-office officials made 
special efforts to make delivery of those letters, but were unable 
to find any substantial number of the persons at the places indi- | 
cated upon the registration books. Warrants were then sworn | 
out for the arrest of these people, and deputy sheriffs were on 
election day sent to the polls to arrest such persons as might cast 
ballots under these names. 

But this effort was futile, because on the Sunday night before 
election there met at the Southern Hotel, in the city of St. Louis, 
the attorney-general of the State, the chairman of the Demo- 
cratic State central committee, the chairman of the Democratic | 
city central committee, the Democratic members of the election 


| with an election as appears upon the record in the case. 


upon the Federal census. Throw it out, therefore, if you want 
to, but the amount of fraud in this district is all the more 
apparent. 

Our object was to credit them with every honest vote there was 
in this district, and for any man who had come in since the regis- 


| try commenced, if they want to count him, and so we consider 


the McBurney canvass; but throw it out, if you please, and the 


| record shows only more fraud in the Twelfth district of Missouri. 


Never has such infamy come under my observation in connection 
These 


| people were not satisfied to prostitute a partisan election commis- 


commission, the Democratic assistant or deputy election com- | 


missioner, the Democratic police commissioners, and the chief 
of the police force of the city of St. Louis, Col. Ed. Butler, and 


| the correction of errors. 


this contestee, James J. Butler, and it was then and there re- | 


solved that instructions should be issued to the police force of 
the city not to allow any deputy sheriff within a hundred feet of 
the polls. 

There is no lawin Missouri prohibiting anyone from being 
within a hundred feet of the polls. There is a law prohibiting 
electioneering within a hundred feet of the polls. But this col- 
lection of gentlemen at the Southern Hotel first procured an 


order to be issued that these deputy sheriffs should not under | 


any circumstances be allowed within a hundred feet of the polls. 


absolutely defeat every effort for the arrest of the guilty, for the 
names upon the register books were not the names of any human 
beings! They were mere fictions, put there that repeaters might 
vote in those names. 

No warrants issued for the arrest of these people could be 


served save only by waiting until some individual gave that | 


name at the ballot box and then laying hands upon him. But 
the order wisely and discreetly provided that no deputy sheriff 
should be allowed within 100 feet of the polls, so that he could 
not hear any name given and make any arrests. Subsequently, 
discovering that this order was a little too radical, an order was 
issued that a deputy sheriff might be permitted within a hundred 
feet of the polls for the purpose of making an arrest of some per- 
son who was there situated; but inasmuch as it was utterly im- 
possible for the sheriff to know who was to cast this fraudulent 
vote unless he could stay close enough to the polls to hear his 
name given in, of course this accomplished the purpose just as 
well as the original order. The result was that fraud ran ram- 
pant in that district on election day. 

Shortly after the election the Republicans, satisfied that the 
extraordinary change since the last election could but be the re- 
sult of fraud,-took a canvass of all that part of the Twelfth Con- 
gressional district where colonization would be apt to take place. 
At the previous Congressional election the district went Repub- 
lican by 2,300 majority; at this election there was a majority of 
3,500 for Mr. Butler, as shown by official returns, a change of 
6,000 votes in favor of the Democracy, when all over that western 
country they were losing as compared with the vote in 1898 in 
Congressional matters. 

The result was that the Republicans decided to make a house 
to house canvass in that part of the district where colonization 
was apt to take place. They did so, and they got a census for all 
that territory, and when you give to the Democracy of that district 
credit for every man who had been either upon the Federal cen- 
sus, taken in June of that year, or upon this private census, taken 
in December of that year, there are 9,180 fraudulent names reg- 
istered in the Twelfth Congressional district in this election of 
November, 1900. 

In the minority report it is strenuously insisted that this pri- 
vate census can not be considered, that it is hearsay testimony, 
and they make that and other objections to it. I want tosay that 
I do not care whether this House considers the so-called McBurney. 
canvass or not; the United States census was taken in June, 1900. 
The registration in the city of St. Louis commenced the same 
month; and if you take the census, and if you take the register, 
there were over 12,000 fraudulent votes cast in this district. The 
McBurney canvass, that our friends have made such a strenuous 
effort to get out of this case, has credited them with every man 
who moved into this district between June and December. 

So much for the McBurney canvass. Yet it is entitled to 
weight. It had been taken by an officer of the census. It was 
taken just like the Federal census, and the parties did not know 
what they were taking it for. They thought they were taking it 
for world’s fair industrial statistics, so that they had no object 
or incentive to take it other than fairly and properly. I think it 
was taken fairly. I think it throws some light upon this ques- 
tion. But if it does not throw any light upon this case, then the 
only result of that is to deprive our Democratic friends of the 








sion, to prostitute a partisan police force, but proceeded to pros- 
titute the courts of the State of Missouri. 

The court of appeals sitting in St. Louis is a Democratic court 
with three Democratic judges. It is a court of appeals and for 
It has absolutely no jurisdiction or au- 
thority to grant naturalization papers. But it so happened that 
the judges of the circuit court and its clerk were Republican; the 
clerk required the Democrats to pay the statutory fees to be natu- 
ralized as he required Republicans to pay these fees. 

This court of appeals of the city of St. Louis proceeded in defi- 
ance of all law, and without one vestige of authority, State or 
Federal, to sit for naturalization of aliens, because, forsooth, the 
Democratic clerk offered to the State committee to issue papers 
gratuitously. There is not an authority, so far as I know, in this 


| country, and none has been called to my attention, which holds 
It needs but little reflection to see that an order like that would | 


that a court of appeals can sit for the naturalization of aliens. 
On the contrary, it has been specifically held by the courts of 
South Carolina and of California that no such power exists. 

The authority is conferred by law upon the courts of common- 
law jurisdiction. Courts of appeal do not have common-law juris- 
diction within the meaning of that term as used in this statute. 
It has never been the practice in this country, so far as I know, 
to go to appellate tribunals for naturalization papers. This court 
was composed of three judges. They sat night after night in 
October, 1900, granting naturalization papers as high as five to 
six hundred a night. One of the judges of that court had too 
much decency and too much self-respect to sit during these pro- 
ceedings. But two of these judges sat there and granted these 
papers. Every paper thus issued was void for want of jurisdic- 
tion in the court. 

But I propose to call attention to the proceedings of that tri- 
bunal and show that fraud was everywhere. The laws of the 
United States provide that minors whose parents are naturalized 
during their minority are naturalized by the naturalization of 
the parents. The laws of the United States provide that per- 
sons who come here under 18 years of age may take out both sets 
of papers at the same time. Minors asa body, coming here un- 
der 16 years, are naturalized by the naturalization of their 
parents, the great body of them. Minors coming here over 18 
years of age have no right to take out both papers at once. And 
so it is that those who take out both papers at once are substan- 
tially confined to those who come here between 16 and 18 years 
of age. 

Now, what does the record show in this court in St. Louis? It 
shows that prior to October, 1900, only 218 persons in all have 


| been naturalized in this court in its history; but in the month of 


October, 1900, 1,530 persons were naturalized. Of that number 
842 were naturalized adults and 688 were naturalized as having 
come here minors under 18 years of age. In other words, nearly 
one-half of those naturalized in that court of appeals succeeded 


| in getting second papers without producing first papers, upon the 


pretense that they came here under 18 years of age. 
It has been my privilege through a course of ten years to have 


| some observation of what percentage of naturalizations are of 


persons who are entitled to take out both papers at once as having 
come here under 18 and what percentage have to wait two years 


| between their papers, and I assert that it is the common experi- 


ence of everyone that not more than 5 to 10 per cent are entitled 
to take out both sets of papers at once. But down at St. Louis, of 
this body of Democrats naturalized in a court that had no juris- 
diction, substantially one-half of all pretended that they came here 
under 18 years of age, when if they came here under 16 most of 
them would have been naturalized by the naturalization of their 
fathers. It so happens that the years between 16 and 18, of all 
the years of man between 1 and 70, seem to be the years during 
whieh migration takes place, and nearly one-half of all who came 
here came between 16 and 18 years of age. [Laughter. | 

Has there ever been a record of a high judicial tribunal which 
bore upon its face more manifest evidence of fraud than this rec- 
ord to which I have referred? But these gentlemen collected 
$20,000 from the police force of the city of St. Louis alone with 
which to carry this election. Having by the police-commission 
law taken the police force out of the jurisdiction of the city of 
St. Louis and placed it in the control of the men appointed by a 
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Democratic governor, they put the screws on them and made 
them contribute more than $20,000 for the purpose of debauching 
this particular election. 

But all these things would have been unavailing to overcome a 
Republican majority in this district. The police force went with 
the gangs of repeaters and kept off from them the deputy sheriffs 
and other people. The repeaters went about from polling pre- 
cin¢t to polling precinct, about 60 of them in a body, and cast 
their ballots, voting in these fictitious names; and not satisfied 
with that, the same repeaters would simply go and change their 
hats and coats and come back and vote again in the same pre- 
cinct, and this is abundantly established by direct evidence. 

Now, I want to call attention to a certain precinct and some 
facts concerning it—the second precinct in the Twenty-third 
Ward. A clerk of the elections came out from the polling place 
and he was asked how many votes had been polled. He replied, 
140 votes. I know it is claimed that this is hearsay. It is an 
official declaration, and I say it is part of the res gestz and is not 
hearsay in the ordinary sense of that term. I say hecame out and 
made that announcement. 

Mr. BOWIE. Is the gentleman referring to the Breitschuh 
testimony? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
and an abundance of other testimony. At that time acry went 
up, ‘*‘ Here come the Indians;’’ and it appears in the testimony 
that down in this virtuous city of St. Louis that term means re- 
peaters. ‘Here come the Indians!*’ And this Williams gang 
went in and voted, and when they had concluded their voting 
there were 260 votes cast. 

Mind you, I do not mean when they had voted once this was 
the result. These men went out and changed their coats and 
hats in the presence of respectable people in St. Louis and voted 
over again in the same precinct, giving new names. 

Every time that this gang came to a polling place there was 
passed out to each of them, as shown by the evidence, a slip tell- 
ing his name and where he lived. When this crowd had got 
through voting in this second precinct of the Twenty-third Ward, 
there were, I say, 260 votes where there had been 140 when they 
commenced. An examination of the ballots showed that not a 
single vote from 140 to 260 was cast for the Republican candidate. 
By some strange mystery 120 Democrats in succession voted in 
this precinct. But that is not the only remarkable incident here. 
Not a single one of these 120 names had any middle initial. A 
strange circumstance that, with probably nine-tenths or more of 
the American people in possession of two Christian names, not 

one of these 120 men who voted in succession had any middle 
initial. Of the voters in this precinct not shown by the McBur- 
ney canvass, 130 voted for Butler. 

But there were other difficulties to be overcome in carrying out 
this enterprise than those I have indicated. There was the dan- 
ger that deputy sheriffs would lay their hands upon these mis- 
creants, and they were driven from the polls by the police force 
of St. Louis. But there was danger that Republican challengers 
would interfere with this pleasant procedure, and so, in precinct 
after precinct, they threw out the Republican challenger and left 
nobody there to represent the Republicans except these Republi- 
can judges and clerks, who, as the returns show, voted the Dem- 
ocratic ticket. 

But still there was fear that this corrupt police force had not 
done enough in contributing $20,000 to the fund to pay these re- 
peaters and in driving from the polling places in that district the 
deputy sheriffs, men having equal authority with themselves, 
and driving away the challengers. Squads of them went down 
to the polling place just as ‘‘the Indians’’ were coming, and 
cleared the way to see that no one interfered with them. 

Now, by these methods, by fraudulent naturalization, by void 
naturalization, by corrupt use of money, by fraudulent registra- 
tion, by using repeaters, by every means known toman by which 
the ballot box may be debauched, they succeeded in carrying this 
election, as they claim, for James J. Butler. 

But all these things were not, they feared, sufficient. They 


knew they had taken 60 men from place to place, voting them | 


everywhere—voting them twice in a single precinct. But still 
they were afraid that they had not stolen enough, and so a recan- 
vass of the vote shows that these judges and clerks of integrity 
stole more than 400 votes in the count. On the report as made 


out by the minority, not by the majority, we think they stole | 
more than that. It further appears that some of these judgesand | 
clerks deliberately turned out Republican ballots with the name | 


ot the Republican candidate for Congress erased before the ballots 
were delivered tothe voter. It aos that one Republican judge 
wanted to challenge a voter, and while he was trying to prepare 
the challenge blank the Democratic judge took the man’s ballot 
and put it in the box. 

Thus by corruption, thus by fraud, thus by force, thus by 
violence they succeeded in subverting the will of the people in 
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the Twelfth district of Missouri. 


You ask me, Why did not the 
majority vote in favor of seating the Republican member, if this 
is all true? I will tell you why. We are not desirous of seating 


any Republican who is not entitled to his seat. We have shown 
by an abundance of testimony, sufficient te convince the most 
doubting, that at least 5,000 fraudulent votes were cast for 
James J. Butler: votes of men who had noexistence, votes of men 
who registered from disreputable houses, 30 of them to a house, 
and 100 of them to a block in which there was not a respectable 
house. One hundred of them at a time registered from stables. 
Men registered from vacant lots, and men registered who, if they 
had located the number where it would have to bein order to 
correspond, it would have been in the middle of a public high- 
way. More than 5,000 fraudulent votes were thus cast for 
James J. Butler. 

More than 400 were stolen from Horton in the count, but it 
does appear that there were 2,000 votes cast for Horton that 
could not be found in the census or in the McBurney canvass. 
There is no evidence of repeating. Thereis no evidence of fraud- 
ulent voting. There is no evidence of anything affecting Hor- 
ton’s title, save only the fact that these voters can not be found— 
not as in Butler's case, proof of padded registration list; not as 
in Butler’s case, proof of interference by the police; not as in 
Butler's case, partisan judges and partisan clerks allowing the 
same men to vote two or three times at a precinct. But there is 
enough doubt in the minds of the members of this committee as 
to whether Horton got those 2,000 votes fairly, so that we are un- 
willing to give him this seat. 

There is no doubt that the election of Butler is a scandalous 
fraud. There is some doubt whether Horton was really elected 
or not; whether he did not get some fraudulent votes, too. J have 
thought something upon this subject, and I am convinced that the 
chances are that some of these repeaters that our friends were 
using down there, some of them Abyssinians, took the advice of 
‘‘our peerless leader”? and took Jim Butler’s money and voted 
for Horton. I do not know whether that accounts for it or not. 
It may. There is not a particle of evidence tending to reflect 
upon Horton save only that he got these votes from people who 
are not found in the district. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the gentleman will permit, I would 
state that the general explanation in St. Louis is that these people 
simply made a mistake in scratching their ballots. Instead of 
scratching the Democratic ballot, they scratched Republican 
ballots, being illiterate men, unable to read. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I do not know what the explanation is. 
That may be it. Itmay be that accounts for it, but there is no evi- 
dence, I say, reflecting upon Horton, aside from this mere canvass. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit, 
I have listened witha great deal of interest to what the gentleman 
has stated. The committee, as I understand it, reports the seat 
to be vacant. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And the majority of the committee do that, 
as I understand, because of the fact and from the evidence they 
arrive at the conclusion that the election was fraudulent, and that 
on account of the election being fraudulent, the evidence not being 
sufficient to show for whom these fraudulent votes were cast, suf- 
ficient. to declare either one or the other entitled to the seat. 
That is the theory upon which the majority proceed, is it not? 
That is. you first determine from the evidence which you have 
stated—— 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; that is not the theory, if the gentle- 
man asks me that question. Perhaps I had better state that there 
is no difficulty in telling just exactly. who cast every one of those 
fraudulent votes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman this question? He 
has stated now something about the evidence with reference to 
certain fraudulent naturalization, some 1,500. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Not all of them fraudulent. 
them fraudulent, but all of them illegal. 

Mr. BARTLETT. PerhapsI should have said illegal—on ac- 
count of want of jurisdiction. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And fraudulent as to the character of 
many of the applicants. 

Mr. BARTL Now, was there evidence before the com- 
mittee, or did the committee run it down far enough to see how 
many of those fraudulent or illegal naturalized voters voted for 
Butler and how many for Horton? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That was not ascertained before the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is before the committee, but you may 
well imagine that with the enormous number of votes in this 
case to find just how every individual voted is a matter of some 


ty. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I have undertaken to do it, and that 
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prompted the question, because I wanted to know this fact, if 
the committee has been able to find out who voted then the com- 
mittee could sift the fraudulent votes from the legal votes. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They can do that. I simply say they 
did not do it with reference to naturalization in the court of ap- 
peals. The law of Missouri requires every voter’s name shail be 
numbered, and that his ballot shall have the same number upon 
it. Now, there are over 9,100 names registered that are not either 
upon the Federal census, taken the same time the registration 
commenced, or in the McBurney canvas. Now, we can turn to 
the poll books and find the number of every one of those names 
and turn and find the ballot that was cast by the ne who 
claimed to be the man and find out just who he voted for. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman says that the committee 
did not do that. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I say they did do that, but did not do it 
with reference to the naturalization list. They did do it with 
reference to this list of 9,100 fraudulent names upon this regis- 
tration list, and they found that some of them were scared away 
by these warrants that had been issued, and by the notices that 
had been sent out, and the list that had been published, showing 
who they were; but more than 7,000 of them voted at that elec- 
tion, and more than 5,000 voted for Butler and 2,000 voted for 
He yrton. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then the committee has been able to find 
out who that number of fraudulent voters voted for. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. BUTLER. Deducting each from the man for whom they 
were cast, how does it leave the election? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If it was so deducted, and more than 
400 votes erroneously counted were deducted, it would elect Hor- 
ton. 

Mr. BARTLETT. But the majority of the committee were so 
satisfied of the improprieties and frauds that were committed in 
the election that they determined that no man was legally elected, 
I understand. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. We determined that we were uncertain 
as to whether these were fraudulent votes cast for Horton by 
procurement of himself or friends, or whether they were some of 

sutler’s repeaters who either did not know how to vote or de- 
cided to vote for Horton anyhow, because they were Africans, 
after taking Butler’s money. We were uncertain, I say, whether 
Horton was in any sense responsible for these 2,000 votes thus 
cast for him, and we were unwilling to ask this House, therefore, 
to seat him with apparently 2,000 fraudulent votes to his credit. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then, the committee were not able definitely 
to sift the fraudulent votes from the legal and valid votes, so as 
to authorize them to say that anybody was elected? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes; we were able tosift the fraudulent 
from the legal votes all right; but when Mr. Butler ran a repeater 
up to the polls to vote in the name of a man who did not exist, 
and that repeater, either through ignorance or because he wasan 
African and wanted to vote the Republican ticket, took Butler’s 
money and voeted for Horton, we can not say whether Horton 
was fairly elected or not. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Do = think he ought to stay bought? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. hy, I presume that is what you think. 

Mr. BARTLETT. No; I do not say that. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Thatis what your side seems to think. 

Mr. RUCKER. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. RUCKER. I understood my colleague from Missouri 
[Mr. BARTHOLDT] a moment ago to aid the gentleman who now 
ae the floor in explaining the 2,000 votes that were cast for Mr. 

orton. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. RUCKER. As I understand, the gentleman who is now 
ae the committee consented to that asa possible explana- 

ion of it. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That may be possible; yes. 

Mr. RUCKER. Now, if I understood my colleague, he said 
that about St. Louis the general impression was that ignorant 
persons erroneously scratched the Democratic ticket when they 
intended to scratch the Republican ticket. Now, I should like 
to ask the gentleman in this connection how could that have been 
done in view of the fact that each political party had a ticket 
printed on a separate sheet of paper? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. As I understand the Missouri law, each 
voter receives all of the tickets from the judges of election. Is 
hot that true? 

Mr. RUCKER. He may do so. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. He does receive them ordinarily, does 
1€ not: 

Mr. RUCKER. Yes, ordinarily. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And goes and picks out the one he wants 





Mr. RUCKER. Now, the idea is that he mistakes the Repub- 
lican ballot for a Democratic ballot. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is the suggestion that Mr. Bar- 
THOLDT made, and that, I said, might possibly be the explanation. 

Mr. RUCKER. In other words, your idea is that these 2,000 
men wanted to vote the Democratic ticket, but accidentally got 
the wrong ticket. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I told you I did not know how they came 
to vote that way. 

Mr. RUCKER. That is the gentleman’s explanation. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the gentleman will permit, those 2,000 
votes are admitted to have been fraudulent votes, cast by people 
whom we do not know and whom we can not identify, and most 
of them—a good many of them—had been imported into the city 
of St. Louis from outside for the purposes of that election. 

Mr. RUCKER. Can the gentleman tell us in that connection 
when they were imported? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Oh, I can tell you that from my own ex- 
perience and observation. 

Mr. RUCKER. I thought possibly you might, if you desired. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Weeks before the election the boarding 
houses along Market street and Chestnut street were filled with 
strangers who had never been seen before in the city of St. Louis. 
They were all used for the purposes of that election, and in ex- 
planation of what my colleague asks these tickets are handed out 
to each voter in bunches, as he is aware. 

Mr. RUCKER. That is usually the case, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. And of course it is not very difficult to 
explain that a repeater, a man who can not read the caption of 
the Republican or Democratic ticket, might mistake the ticket 
and intend to vote the Democratic ticket, but actually vote the 
Republican ticket. 

Mr. RUCKER. I would make this suggestion: I never heard 
of a Republican candidate making such a grievous error as to 
buy men who did not know enough to vote the right ticket after 
being bought. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Did not know how to vote the right 
ticket! Did not your candidate on the Democratic ticket advise 
men to take the money and then go and vote their own ticket? 

Mr. RUCKER. I say that any man who says the last Demo- 
cratic candidate for the Presidency advised men to sell their votes 
utters a foul slander, which I do not believe the gentleman from 
Iowa intends or is capable of doing. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. He said, ‘‘ Take their money and vote as 
you choose.’’ I do not mean he ever advised men to sell their 
votes, because at the time he was advising them to vote for him- 
self. Of course, he never advised them to sell their votes. He 
was trying to get them to vote for him. 

Mr. RUCKER. Ido not believe that he ever told them that. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. You do not? 

Mr. RUCKER. Did you ever hear him say it? 

Mr, SMITH of Iowa. I never heard him say so. 

Mr. RUCKER. I donot think any other man ever heard him. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It has been stated in the press time and 
again and never questioned. 

Mr. RUCKER. I question it now. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It was never questioned. 

Mr. RUCKER. He is too great a man to question every po- 
litical falsehood that may be circulated through Republican 


rs. 
PNT. SMITH of Iowa. I trust that he is too great a man to tol- 
erate such a charge against him without denying it if false. 

Mr. RUCKER. It would take a man alifetime to answer all 
Republican slanders. 

Mr. MANN. He is still their leader. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. In some polling precincts, in order that 
this iniquity might be carried on with greater safety, they pasted 
newspapers all over the windows clear up to the ceiling, to pre- 
vent anyone from by any possibility discovering the fraud, from 
seeing it, and then carried it out according to their sweet will 
and pleasure. 

Colonel Butler was the boss of the Democratic party of the city 
of St. Louis. He conducted this marvelous campaign by which 
there was a reversal of 6,000 in the vote in that district. I need 
not refer tothe reputation of this distinguished Democratic leader. 
I say that no man can read his record without coming to the con- 
clusion that this whole election was a travesty. So when gentle- 
men ask McBurney, ‘“‘If Mr. Hennings roomed at the Jefferson 
Club, then your canvasser was not correct?’’ He said, ‘* Of course 
it was not, if he lived there; but I did not findhim.’’ They never 
produced any evidence that he lived at the Jefferson Club. They 
proved their case by the question put to the witness and never by 
the answer. Witness after witness was brought up and testified 
that he lived in the house designated as the home of some of these 
fraudulent voters and swore that no such person ever lived in that 


to vote and hands it to the ju of election, I do not see an lace. 
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he lives next door to a certain place where voters registered from, 
and no such person hives there at all. That is one of the things 
repeated by this contestee. No witnesses are called by him to 
disprove any of these grave charges; not a syllable of evidence is 
furnished to this House tending to strengthen his case. Sus- 
picious at least. We should have supposed that he would have 
regarded some of these circumstances. If these men existed, why 
did he not bring in just a few of them so that we could look at 
them. But witnesses living in the very house from which the 
registry was made swore no such person ever lived there, persons 
living in houses adjoining those from which persons were regis- 
tered swore that these people never lived there. Not onesyllable 
of evidence is brought by this contestee to refute that charge. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand the gentleman to say that the 
evidence in this case is that when it was alleged that certain 
voters who were alleged to have voted for the contestee did not 
live at the place at which they were registered that no other per- 
son answering to the description either by name or otherwise 
was produced to say that he did vote for Mr. Butler? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No. A woman would come on the stand 
from a house where a man was registered and voted for Butler, 
and swear that no such man lived there at that time, and never 
lived there, and there was no evidence brought in to show that 
he had ever lived there. 

Mr. BARTLETT. You never asked for the voter. Why did 
not they produce him if he really voted? 

SMITH of Iowa. That was what we were trying to find 
We never could get them to produce them. 

BARTLETT. Not one? 

SMITH of Iowa. Not one. 

BARTLETT. Not one? 

SMITH of Iowa. Not one. ([Laughter.] There were 
9,000, and not one produced; 9,180, and not one produced. 

Mr. MANN. I think there was one produced. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. One produced. There was one pro- 
duced. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. There were 9.179 who 
were not produced. [Laughter. | 

Mr. NEVILLE. Will the gentlemen permit an interruption? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. NEVILLE. How much majority does the evidence show 
in favor of Butler? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Three thousand five hundred. 

Mr. NEVILLE. And you say that there were 9,000 fraudulent 
votes cast? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; I did not say so. 
9,180 fraudulent registrations. 

Mr. NEVILLE. And how many fraudulent votes? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. A little over 7,000. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. How does the gentleman account for 
the fact that the contestee only got 3,000 majority, if there were 
cast 9,000 fraudulent votes? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Ihave told the gentleman that there 
were only between 7,000 and 8,000 fraudulent votes, and the Re- 
publicans had 2,300 majority in the previous election, and these 
fraudulent votes were enough to overcome that majority and give 
Butler 3.500. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. What became of the other 2,000? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I told the committee that 5,000 and odd 
of those votes were found by examination of the ballots to have 
been cast for Butler, and about 2,000 for Horton, making the 7,000. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. They were split up, then? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have explained the best I know how. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say in conclusion that we have been 
hearing a great deal lately about imperialism. I want to say that 
the enemies of republican liberty and of republican institutions 
are not those who seek to carry them across the waters to the 
people beyond our western sun. The people who are the enemies 
of republican institutions and republican liberty are those who 
procure fraudulent naturalization; those who procure fraudulent 
registration: those who procure fraudulent votes to be cast; those 
who by force and violence subvert the will of the people at the 
ballot box; those who debauch the whole election machinery until 
republican government at home becomes naught but a mockery. 
[Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Before the gentleman takes 
his seat I want to ask him a question. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Very well. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I want to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa if he will not modify his statement he made against 
the last Democratic candidate for President. I understood that 
it was said that he advised those men that were supposed to be 
intimidated into wearing the McKinley button to wear the but- 
ton and vote the Democratic ticket, and I do not believe it was 
ever charged that he advised them to take money for voting one 
way and then vote the other. I ask the gentleman if he will not 
modify the statement by omitting the charge as he has alleged it? 
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Mr. SMITH of Iowa. My recollection is the other way. 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. My recollection is that he only 
= them that if they insisted on wearing the buttons to wear 
them. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
slander Colonel Bryan. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I thinkit only — to those 
men who were employed by large corporations, which corporations 
required them to wear the McKinley button, and that there never 
was a charge made against him that he told them to take the 
money and then vote the other way. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I want to say that I have no desire to 
say anything unjustly reflecting upon Colonel Bryan. My recol- 
lection isas I stated. If I am mistaken, then I am ready to with- 
draw the remark. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. lIask the gentleman to with- 
draw it now, or put in his speech some publication from some 
newspaper making the charge. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Iam not able, Mr. Speaker, at this time, 
after the lapse of years to produce any newspaper article making 
that charge. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Well, then, upon that sort of a vague recol- 
lection is the gentleman willing to slander a good man? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If the gentleman chooses to call it a 
slander, I have nothing to reply. I have not said that I made the 
statement on any vague recollection. I believe it to be true, as I 
have stated. I have said that I could not produce the proof at 
this moment, and if I am mistaken I wish to withdraw it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. You do not know it yourself? You can not 
get any witness to it? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Can the gentleman give the name of any 
reputable newspaper that published such a charge? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think they all made the charge. 

Mr. VANDIVER. But you can not give the name of one? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think they all made the charge. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The charge, if ever made, is false and slan- 
derous, and the gentleman from Iowa ought to know it to be so. 

Mr. VANDIVER. The gentleman can not give the name of a 


single paper. 


It was the farthest from my intention to 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14019) 
making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1903, and for other purposes. 


ELECTION CONTEST—HORTON AGAINST BUTLER. 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I would like to interro- 
gate my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, as to how much time he now desires. 

Mr. BOWIE. I will state to the gentleman from Ohio that 
Mr. Butler told me this morning that he was very sick. I saw 
him in bed, and he looked like he was sick. I have a certificate 
from his physician to that effect. Mr. Butler told me he did 
sible to avoid it, but he said if 
the case was called and entered into consideration of it, notwith- 
standing the advice of his physician to the contrary, he was going 
to come here. 

I have been looking for him to come here. That is the last 
word I had from him. I sent his secretary to him a half or three- 


| quarters of an hour ago to find out whether he was coming. I 


have not yet heard. If Mr. Butler should come, he has a speech 
that he wants to read. He says that he is not strong enough to 
deliver it. That will take an hour. I can not possibly discuss 
this case in less than an hour or an hour and a half. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Why not take two hours and a half on 
each side? 

Mr. BOWIE. That would carry the question over until to- 
morrow? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOWIE. Well, I am perfectly willing to agree to that 
with the understanding that if Mr. Butler should come and 
should want more time than this arrangement contemplates, he 
may have it. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,I ask unanimous consent 
that debate on this case continue for five hours altogether, the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Bowie] controlling one half of 
the time and I the other half, one hour having been consumed on 
our side—five hours in all. : os 

Mr. BOWIE. But the arrangement should be subject to this 
provision, that if Mr. Butler should come here we may ask that 
the time be extended for another hour. 
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Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Of course Mr. Butler’s speech will be 
on the side of the contestee—— 

Mr. BOWIE. I understand that; but I want it understood 
that there shall be more time allowed on our side if he should 
come and want more. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Of course if there is a situation that 
makes it necessary, we can act accordingly. But I think the gen- 
tlemen on the other side can cut their cloth to fit his needs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Nevin). The gentleman 
from Ohio asks unanimous consent that debate on this case be 
closed in five hours, two hours and a half being allowed on each 
side, and the one hour already consumed being counted as part 
of the five hours. 

Mr.SHACKLEFORD. I think we ought to have another hour. 
Missouri wants to be heard on this question. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Well, make it six hours. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The request is for six hours’ de- 
bate, three hours on each side. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. 
previous question shall be considered as ordered upon the resolu- 
tion and substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks that at the 
expiration of six hours the previous question be ordered on the 
resolution. In the absence of objection this order will be made. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Speaker, it has been stated by the gentleman 


[Mr. SmitH of Iowa] who has just closed his remarks that the evi- | 


dence in this case shows that more than 9,000 persons were illegally 
registered in the Twelfth Congressional district in the city of St. 
Louis at the last election. Now, before categorically denying the 
statement that the legal evidence in this case shows any such fact 
as that, I wish to correct the gentleman and say that the McBurney 
canvass, to which he alludes, and which, as I insist, constitutes 
the whole basis and fabric of this case, shows not 9.000 fraudulent 
registrations, but, if that canvass be true, it shows a fraudulent 
registration in six of the wards of 14,088, in precincts covering 
barely more than one-half of the district. And it was stated dur- 
ing the oral argument before the committee that the only reason 
that that canvass did not extend through the whole district was 
that they did not have sufficient time in which to make the can- 
vass, and that the information which they had was that the false 
registration in the remaining precincts of the district was just as 
great proportionately as it was in the portion they did examine. 
So that if the statement be true there is, according to the theory 
on which the majority base their case, upon which the contestant 
bases his case, more than 24,000 fraudulent registrations in one 
Congressional district in the city of St. Louis; not 9,000, not 
14,700, but over 24,000. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I assert without the fear of successful con- 
tradiction that if this were a case to be tried before the Supreme 
Court or in a circuit court, as against which an appeal to the 
Supreme Court would lie, that instead of 24,000 fraudulent regis- 
trations being shown by this evidence to exist in this one district 
the legal and competent evidence in this record would not show 
200. Iexpect to demonstrate that to any fair-minded man who 
will do me the honor to listen to the analysis of the case that has 
been presented in behalf of the contestant. 

In the first place I assert the proposition that when they say that 

in less than two-thirds of the election precincts in one Congres- 
sional district there were 14,088 fraudulent registrations they 
assert a proposition which challenges the credulity of any human 
being. It is a thing which on its face we know is not true, and 
it never happened in the Twelfth Congressional district of Mis- 
souri at the last election. It never happened anywhere on earth— 
that is, in the United States, at least; never in any Congressional 
district—that more than 50 per cent of the total registration is 
fraudulent. 
_ Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of this House fora 
few moments to what the accusation of 14,088 fraudulent names 
means. These figures are obtained from page 67 of the brief of 
contestant’s counsel in this case. I quote the table, as follows: 
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_Now let us analyze the meaning of these figures. If out of 
27,467 names registered 14,088 are fraudulent, we find the legiti- 
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mate registration only 48.7 per cent of the total. Now, the com- 
plete registration in the district was 47,752. Take 48.7 per cent 
of this total registration and we find the legitimate registration 
to be only 23,255 in the whole district. Now, the population of 
the district in June, 1900, was 179,767, and the ratio of legitimate 
registration to population according to this contention is only 12 
per cent. The mere statement of this proposition ought to be 
enough to show its absurdity, but I offer other testimony which, 
in my judgment, clinches it beyond all peradventure. 

We have the census of the United States, which shows, first, 
the population of that district in the month of June, 1900, all 
told; second, the male population over 21 years of age in that 
Congressional district. We have the same with reference to 
every Congressional district in the United States. Now, if there 
were either 14,000 or 24,000 frandulent names upon the registra- 
tion list, it would swell the total proportion of registration in this 
Congressional district higher than in“‘any other in the Union, for 
no Representative on this floor will admit that in his district any 
such condition of affairs exists. It will be the highest percentage 
of any in the United States. ' 

If there were 14,000 fraudulent names, the result of it would 
be that there would be more names registered than the census of 
the United States showed were there. because we know, as a mat- 
ter of fact, that in a closely contested election in a great city like 
St. Louis they always register from 80 to 90 per cent of the pos- 
sible vote, and oftentimes more, and if you add to the legitimate 
registration, which, running between 80 and 90 per cent and in 
some cases a little over in less than two-thirds of the election 
precincts of the district, 14,088 names, we will have the case that 
in this Congressional district there were registered largely more 
names than the census showed lived there. Well, now, what 
does the census show with reference to that proposition? In the 
first place, as already shown, the population of the Twelfth Con- 
gressional district is 179,767. The total registration in that dis- 
trict is 47,752; the percentage which that registration bears to the 
total population is barely 0.26. 

Iam speaking of the registration, mind you, and not the vote. 
Unfortunately there are some wards that are fractional wards in 
this Congressional district, as there are in the other two Con- 
gressional districts in the city of St. Louis, but we have eight 
wards that are complete—eight full wards in this district. The 
population of males over 21 years of age, as shown by the official 
returns of the census, is limited to the full wards, and hence the 
percentage can not be carried into the fractional wards, but the 
fractional wards offset each other throughout the city. Now, in 
the eight full wards of the Twelfth Congressional district there 
were male inhabitants over 21 years of age, according to the cen- 
sus of the United States, a total of 48,704. There were only 
38,439 of these who registered, making more than 10,000 less reg- 
istered voters in eight wards of this district than the census 
showed lived there three months before the election; 10,000 less. 
There were only 33,397 who actually voted. 

Now, what else do we find? We find that the proportion of 
registered males over 21 years of age to the total in these wards 
of this district is 78.9 per cent. The proportion of vote to popu- 
lation in this district—they claim over 7,000 fraudulent votes—is 
only 68.5 per cent, showing that 31.5 per cent of the total male 
population over 21 years of age in that district never voted. 
Twenty-one per cent never registered. What does further com- 
parison show? It is not claimed that in the Tenth Congressional 
district of St. Louis there is any evidence to show there was any 
fraud in the registration. Upon the contrary the assertion was 
made in the oral argument before the committee by the counsel for 
the contestant that they had tested some wards and precincts in 
the Tenth and the Eleventh districts, now represented by Repub- 
licans on this floor, with their celebrated McBurney canvass, and 
it run about even, about natural, what it ought to be. 

Now, let us apply that test. In the district represented by the 
gentleman who is now looking at me [Mr. BARTHOLDT] the total 
registration of males over 21 years of age was 78 per cent—within 
a fraction of 1 per cent of the same as the registration in Mr. 
Butler’s district. In Mr. Joy’s district, the Eleventh, it was 
78.5 per cent, or within four-tenths of 1 per cent of the same, 
going by full wards, you understand, because I have not got the 
registration by fractional wards as bearing on males over 21 years 
of age. Now, when we come to the vote, when you take the case 
of the Tenth district, we find that the vote was 72.5 per cent of 
the total male population over 21 years of age. In Mr. Joy’s dis- 
trict it was 73.5 per cent, and in Mr. Butler’s district it was 68.5 
per cent; right there, three districts, side by side, in the same city, 
two of them represented by Republicans and elected under this 
same law as Mr. Butler was elected under, and their registration 
is within a fraction of 1 per cent of the same, and their vote is in 
one case 4 per cent more and in the other 5, and yet they tell us 
that there were 14,000 fraudulent registrations and 7,500 fraudu- 
lent votes in the Democratic district. 











odd 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman pardon me? 
figures here to show 

Mr. BOWTIE. So have IL. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That the total increase in the Republican 
and Democratic vote in the Butler district was something over 
12,600 votes, while in the adjoining district, the district which I 
have the honor to represent—— 

Mr. BOWIE. Does the gentleman say that the total increase 
in the votes was 12,000? 





I have 
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General Grosvenor, of Ohio, where the percentage of votes was 
89.2 of males over 21 years of age and the percentage of votes to 

ulation was 24.1. Icould take a number of others which I 
ave here, which I will not take the time to refer to, but I dare 


| assert this proposition. That ina hotly contested election, in what 
| we call the close States of this country, that in more than two- 


thirds of them, inever half of the districts represented by Repub- 
licans in this House, the percentage of votes was greater than it 
was in Butler’s, and the percentage of votes in many of them was 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. The increase in the total vote was 12,000. | greater than the percentage of the registration in Butler’s. 


Mr. BOWIE. At what election? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The increase of the Democratic and Re- 
publican vote. 

Mr. BOWIE. At what election? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Nineteen hundred. 

Mr. BOWIE. Over what election? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Overthe preceding election. 

Mr. BOWIE. Oh! 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. While in the adjoining district, which I 
have the honor to represent, a district which has a much larger 
population, the increase is but 9,000, and in Mr. Joy’s district the 
increase is but 7,500. And the increase in the party vote makes 
it still more apparent. The party vote has increased evenly in my 
district, and so it has in Mr. Joy’s district, while in Mr. Butler’s 
district a Republican majority of 2,500 was wiped out and a Dem- 
ocratic majority of 3,500 substituted. 

Mr. BOWIE. ‘I thank thee, Rhoderick, for that word.’ In 
the Twelfth Congressional district of the city-of St. Lonis, in 1896, 
when the election was held under the celebrated and much-lauded 
Filley law, the vote was only 2,000 less than it was in 1900 under 
the much-denounced Nesbit law. Those were Presidential years, 
and it is fair to compare them. And when you run the compari- 
son down further, you will find that, making allowance for the 
increase of population between 1896 and 1900 at the same ratio as 
the population increased between 1890 and 1896—in other words, 
proportioning the increase of population fairly between the two 
periods—the vote and the registration under the Filley law in 1896 
in this district was higher than it was in 1900 under the Nesbit law. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Has the gentleman taken into considera- 
tion the fact that this district is a business district, situated in 
the heart of the city, and that a migration has taken place from 
these business wards out into the outskirts on account of the 
rapid-transit facilities which have been inaugurated in the city, 
so that the increase in the district represented by Mr. Butler is 
naturally not as large as it would be in other districts? 

Mr. BOWIE. Well, I do not know anything about that, but I 
say that the record shows that the vote in 1896, under the Filley 
law, was a greater per cent to the total population than it was in 
. 1900, under the Nesbit law. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the members of this House 
to some further figures which I have on that ‘subject. The gen- 
tleman who has just taken his seat [Mr. Smiru of Iowa] claims 
that there are over 9,000 names not found either by the census or 
the McBurney eanvas, 14,000 not found by McBurney, and over 
12,000 not found by the census, 9,000 not found byeither. Now, 
bear in mind the fact that Mr. Butiler’s total vote in proportion 
to the male population was 68.5 per cent, and that his total regis- 
tration to male population was 78.9. Now, let me apply those 
same figures to the Congressional district of the gentleman who 
has just argued this case on behalf of the majority. I have the 
official figures of the Ninth Iowa district. That district had a 
population in June, 1900, of 202,253, and of males over 21, 56,135, 
with a total vote of 47,858. Ihave not the registration, but the 
total vote. The percentage of votes to population is 23.6, or more 
than it was in Butler's district. The percentage of votes to males 
over 21 years of age was 85.2, against 68.5 in Butler’s district. 
And yet there is nobody charges that there were either 7,000 or 
9,000 or 14,000 or 12,000 fraudulent votes in his district. And it 
shows a larger per cent of votes to population and a much larger 
per cent of votes to male population over 21 years of age. 

And I want te carry the comparison a little further. I want to 
take the case of the Eighteenth Ohio district, represented by the 
distinguished chairman of this committee [Mr. Tay.Lerof Ohio]. 
The percentage of that vote to population was 24.6, or 1.6 percent 
more than it was in this district, and the percentage of votes of 
males over 21 was 82.4, or about 4 per cent more than the regis- 
tration in Butiler’s district. 

Take another one. the Tenth Indiana district, represented by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER]. The percentage of 


votes to population is 26.2, or more than 3 per cent greater. 
per cent of votes to males over 21 is 88.3, against 68.5 of vote, or 
78.9 of registration in Builer’s. 

In every case that I have cited the per cent of votes to males 
over 21 years of age is greater than the per cent of registration to 
males over 21 years of age in Butler’s district. 

I could carry it further. 


I could take the district represented by 





The | 


Now, I have shown that, with these facts staring us in the face, 
I assert that it was a physical impossibility for this thing to be 
true. Here was a Republican district, they say. It has gone 
Republican three times in twenty years. Here isa district which 
has gone Republican three times in twenty years, the last two 
prior to this being Republican. Here was a closely contested 
election, in a city where everybody lives within a few hundred 
yards of the polling place, and only 68 per cent of the total possi- 
ble vote was cast, and only 78 per cent of the total possible regis- 
tration wasmade. I say that it staggers anybody’s credulity to 
say that there were 14,000 fraudulent registrations under those 
circumstances, or even 9,000. 

Now, what else do we find? The idea of 14,000 fraudulent reg- 
istrations is based upon a esas canvass made by paid em- 
ployees of the attorneys of the contestant. They took about six 
or seven days to make it. The canvassers were paid the munifi- 
cent sum of 2 cents a name. It was made six months after the 
census was taken. It was made in the month of December, when 
the town was full of people as compared with what it would be 
in June. There were more people, as everybody knows, in the 
city of St. Louis in December, 1900, than there were in June, 1900; 
and yet what does this canvass show in the eight wards of the 
city of St. Louis? It shows in the eight wards of the city of St. 
Louis that Mr. McBurney found 9,000 less people than were found 
by the census in June. [I will read it by wards. 

McBurney found in the Third Ward 5,612 males over 21 years 
of age. The census, six months before, found 6,522. 

In the Fourth Ward McBurney found 3,553; the census found 
5,517. ° 

In the Fifth Ward McBurney found 4,082; the census found 
5,833. 

In the Sixth Ward McBurney found 5,285; the census found 
6,260, 

In the Fourteenth Ward McBurney found 4,291; the census 
found 5,351. 

In the Fifteenth Ward McBurney found 4,465; the census found 
5,979. 

In the Twenty-second Ward McBurney found 5,491; the census 
found 5,963. 

In the Twenty-third Ward McBurney found 5,209; the census 
found 5,454. 

Total in eight wards found by McBurney, 37,938; by the census, 
46,940; or 9,002 more male inhabitants over 21 years of age found 
by the census in June than by McBurney’s canvassers in the same 
territory in December of the same year. 

Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question right there? 

Mr. BOWIE. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Is the correctness of McBur- 
ney’s canvass essential to the success of the contestant? 

Mr. BOWIE. Assuredly. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, well—will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOWIE. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. The contestant or the report would be sustained 
either upon the McBurney canvass or the censuscanvass. Is that 
not so? 

Mr. BOWIE. No, sir. 

Mr. MANN. Would it not be sustained upon the census can- 
vass? 

Mr. BOWTIE. No, sir. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman claim that the census can- 
vass does not show that there are at least 9,000 registered voters 
not found by the census officials? 

Mr. BOWIE. Why,certainly,on the compilation as they state 
it to us it shows that there were 12,000. 

Mr. MANN. Is it not a fact that there were at least 9,000 
voters who were registered who were not found on the census 
canvass in this district? 

Mr. BOWIE. Speaking truthfully, no; speaking literally, ac- 
| cording to the compilation as made, yes; and I will explain 
| myself. The census shows that in eight full wards, which I read 

a while ago and which I have in my hand, there were 10,000 more 
| people over 21 years of age there in June, 1900, than were regis- 
| tered in November, 1900. In other words, the register was 10,000 
' short in eight wards; and the fact is, as I expect to demonstrate, 
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that there were a great many people—and the evidence shows it 
in this record—who moved between the time when the census 
was taken and the time registration was closed; there were peo- 
ple who not only moved, but people who died; not only people 
who died, but mistakes were made in the census and in the regis- 
tration; so that. truthfully speaking, the statement the gentleman 
makes is not a fact. 

Mr. MANN. Well, that is an argument. I did not want the 
gentleman to be misled. Is it not a fact that there were 9,000 
names of persons on the registration list whose addresses were not 
found by the census officials under those names? 

Mr. BOWIE. At those addresses. That is what is said by the 
compilers. I do not dispute it, nor do I know anything about it. 

Mr. MANN. Iunderstood the gentleman did not dispute it; we 
all know it to be a fact, but I thought his answer to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina was misleading in that respect. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Let me ask the gentleman 
from Illinois does he depend on the correctness of the McBurney 
rey wrt? 

Mr, MANN. So far as I am concerned, I do not depend on the 
correctness of the McBurney report. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. If I may answer that—and I think the 
gentleman from North Carolina wants information—I am sure the 
gentleman from Alabama does not intend to give anything but 
his view of the case. We do not depend, in any serious sense, 
upon the McBurney canvass. It*is a mere incident in this in- 
quiry. Our conclusion—and I speak for five of my colleagues— 
would be as certainly what it is now if the McBurney canvass 
had never been taken. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Does the gentleman contend 
that the McBurney canvass is correct? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I think it is practically correct—as cor- 
rect as any well-taken directory would be; but I think there are 
objections that are applicable to the McBurney canvass techni- 
cally considered. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I understand the gentleman 
from Alabama has shown conclusively that the McBurney canvass 
can not be correct if any reliance can be placed on the census. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Oh, I think the McBurney canvass is 
practically correct; I think it is the most accurate thing of its 
kind. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. But it shows a discrepancy of 
several thousand between that and the census. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. But that is as easily demonstrated on 
the other side as my friend demonstrates it on his side. It is one 
of those interesting logical processes. ; 

Mr. BOWIE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I assert that there is no 
basis for this case unless the McBurney canvass is relied upon, 
the gentleman’s disclaimer to the contrary notwithstanding. Un- 
less that canvass is actually accepted as speaking the truth in this 
case there is not a single peg for this case to stand upon. 

The gentleman from Illinois suggested that the same thing 
would be shown by the census. It is asserted by the compilers of 
the figures—and none of us have verified them; we have all ac- 
cepted the compilers’s statement; no member of the committee 
undertook to verify them—it is asserted by the compilers that 
there were 12,000 names found in the registration that were not 
found by the census under those names at the same addresses. I 
submit that it is not competent evidence; that it does not prove 
anything; that it does not justify any judgment, because the same 
proof shows that a census enumerator found 10,000 more men in 
June than were registered in November in the eight wards. 

Mr. MANN. Dol understand the gentleman’s position to be 
that if a man registers and he did not live at the place that he 
npaiest from, that that is offset by a man’s registering at some 
other place? 

Mr. BOWIE. No; but in connection with the argument I have 
made, that there was a smaller registration here than there was 
in over one-half of the Congressional districts of the United 
States; that there was a smaller vote here than in over half of the 
Congressional districts in the United States; in the face of the 
fact that we know that between the monthsof June and Novem- 
ber men move away and men die, and in the face of the fact that 
we know that mistakes are bound to be made both in the census 
and in the registration and in the compilation; in the face of all 
these facts it cam not be seriously contended that a partisan com- 
pilation from United States census is competent evidence for any 
purpose, any more than the McBurney canvass. Wecan refer to 
it for the purpose of showing how oe males were found there; 
but to show that A lived in a certain house in June, 1900, does 
not show that he is an incompetent voter merely because A reg- 
istered from another house in Octoberor November. The vice of 
the proposition is that the period of taking the census is not con- 
temporaneous with that of the registration, and the evidence we 
have of the census is not the original copy, but is secondary evi- 
dence of the most vicious type. 





| 
| 
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Now, who is to say how many men moved in the city of St. 
Louis in these three months? ho is to say how many men 
died? Who is to say how many mistakes were made by the com- 
pilers? Who is to say how many mistakes were made by the 
enumerators? Who is to say how many mistakes were made by 
the registrars? There is not a single thing in the alleged discrep- 
ancy between the census and the registration inconsistent with 
perfect honesty and fairness. Now, the gentleman says that they 
do not rely upon the McBurney canvass, and yet they make the 
McBurney canvass the basis of their report, Sedlecben that Horton 
is not entitled to a seat on this floor. It runs through all the ar- 
gument of counsel from beginning to end, and runs through the 
majority report in this case in more than a dozen instances. 

Now, what is the McBurney canvass? I want to read you what 
Mr. McBurney said his canvass was. I read from the testimony 
as printed on page 269 of the record: 


Q. What, if any, information had you concerning the population in various 
districts and parts of the city by which you could judge whether the returns 
of these men were accurate or not? 

A. I did not haveany. I had them, but I did not compare them. 


Again, I read from page 27 
question: 


Q. Now, you say the canvassers returned to you certain houses as vacant 
What did you do in such a case in order to test the original report of the can- 


0. Mr. McBurney was asked this 


vassers? 

A. Well, the original report of the canvassers was taken and jotted on the 
registration list opposite the registration. 

Q. In such cases did you send out a second time in aren to get informa- 
tion about those houses that were reported vacant, if, in fact, it appeared 
mom = registration list that any persons were registered from those houses? 

. No, sir. 


Now I want to read from the testimony of Mr. Moone, as 
printed on page 331 of the record: 


I obtained—went to the door and obtained all the information necessary 
under the instructions, calling for the names of every male living in the 
house at that date of the age of 21 or over. I always got the information 
through the parties, the head of the family, or whoever came to the door. 


On page 335 he was asked: 


Q. Did you receive any information or instruction when you went out 
these first six days, or at any other time, to make inquiries as to whether the 
men whose names you would find at certain numbers were registered from 
there or lived there on election day and prior thereto? 

A. No, sir; nothing was said about election day. 

. As I understand it, your sole instruction and the sole inquiries you 
e was, did they live there at that time? 

. At that time. 

. Namely, the day you visited the house? 

. Yes, sir. 

And you commenced about the 20th of December? 

I think that was the day; yes, sir. 

And ended it some time this last week? 

. Well, in the first six days it really ended. 

. After it really ended you went back? 

. Well, I was hired to do some work over again. 

After Pag | had done the work in Judge Fisse’s office—McBurney's office? 

Yes, sir; McBurney’s office. 

. And this was not connected with the World's Fair statistics, but was 

an election contest? You understood that, did you not—that your work was 

to ascertain whether men were correctly registered at those numbers? 

A. I did after that; yes, sir. 

Q. Now, after you understood that, you would go to these houses—such as 
Mr. Shapleigh’s house—and would you make an inquiry as to whether or not 
he lived there on election day and prior thereto? 


ma 


OPOPOPoOPoper 


A. No, sir. 
Q. Knowing it was about an election contest and for the purpose of ascer- 
taining votes fraudulently registered, this canvass of yours being made long 


after the election, why didn’t you make those inquiries? 
A. I was not told to. 
2. Yes; but why didn’t you anyway? 
. Well, I wasn’t instructed to. 
rs * * * * * . 


Q. Well, where you find a man died about the Ist of January, as is your 
recollection in the case of Mr. Shapleigh, and you were making that canvass 
for the purpose of ae whether or not he was correctly registered 
there on election day, why didn't you make further inquiry? 

A. I wasn’t instructed to do it, and I didn’t do it. 

9. You didn’t do it? 

. No, sir. 
2. Now, that is true all over the district canvassed, isn’t it? 
Yes, sir. 
” * * * * * * 
. And where you found Mr. Shapleigh dead, and was satisfied from the 
— that he had lived there a long while, you reported his name as not 
‘ound? 

A. I didn’t put it down at all. I just put down the coachman’s name. 

That testimony shows how this alleged canvass was taken. 
These canvassers went there the last week in December. They 
went to the doors of houses and asked anybody who came to the 
door who there was over 21 years of age living there at that time. 
They got some of the names down and some they did not. They 
put down whatever name was given them by anybody who came 
to the door. This canvass was the last week in December, a few 
of the canvassers extending their work into the first few days of 
January. : : 

That is the McBurney canvass. Did those canvassing officers 
themselves come here and go upon the witness stand and swear 
that they made this canvass fairly? There were 57 of them. One 
man did go on the witness stand and testified just what I have 
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read to you from his testimony as to what he did. The other 56 
did not testify at all. There was no opportunity to put the testi- 
mony of a single one of the McBurney canvassers to the test of 
cross-examination except in the case of Mr. Moone; and his testi- 
mony shows that it is utterly unworthy of credit, because he said 
he asked just anybody who came to the door to answer his ques- 
tions. No other one of the canvassers was put upon the stand. 
These others make ex parte affidavits; they talked the matter over 
with an employee of the contestant; and he makes a compilation. 
Now, let us see what is the value of that compilation. 

Mr. VANDIVER. 


were they cross-examined? 

Mr. BOWIE. No; they were not examined judicially. They 
made an ex parte affidavit on a printed blank after they came 
back with such information as they had. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think that if they had 
been put on the stand and cross-examined the cross-examination 
would be continuing now? 

Mr. BOWIE. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think they would have 
had to examine about every man whose name was on the list? 

Mr. BOWIE. No, sir. The gentleman from Illinois might 
have tried his case that way; but the gentlemen who represent 
the contestee did not. Take this record of over 2,000 printed 
pages, and I will show to any man who will take the trouble to 
investigate it that there was four times as much time spent on 
the direct examination as on the cross-examination. 

There is not a single thing to indicate anywhere that any at- 
tempt was made to unduly prolong the examination, not one. 
They took up four times the time in the direct examination as was 
taken upin the cross-examination, and, what is more than that, if 
they had undertaken to doa thing of that sort this committee 
and this House would have the right, and it would have exercised 
it, of granting time to complete it. Such a thing never would 
have happened. 

Mr. MANN. Is it not true that the gentleman himself, in one 
of these cases we had, insisted upon not considering evidence be- 


cause it was not put in at the time? 
Mr. BOWIE. Who; I? 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Alabama. 
Mr. BOWIE. What case? 
Mr. MANN. In the Burnett case. 
Mr. BOWIE. The committee unanimously found BURNETT 


was elected. 

Mr. MANN. Yes, and disregarded evidence that was taken 
after time, in which opinion the gentleman from Alabama very 
cheerfully joined. 

Mr. BOWIE. Yes, because that man was right there in reach 
of the attorneys for the contestant for the forty days during the 
first examination and for the last tey days in the rebuttal, and 
was not examined until three months after the time had run and 
they got him in the office of the lawyers in the city of Birming- 
ham and got him to sign an affidavit as to what his testimony 
would be, after he was fixed, and that man’s testimony shows 
that he is utterly unworthy of belief by any human being. 
plause on the Democratic side. | 
but so far as I am concerned I have to say that the question of 
the exclusion of that testimony was never discussed before the 
committee except by the lawyers in the case. The majority of 
the committee came in and announced that they thought that 
Burnett was entitled to his seat, and we thought so, too. 
all that happened at the meeting of the committee. 

Now, what has this House itself said with reference to such tes- 
timony as this McBurney canvass? Here is a case that was de- 
cided more than forty years ago. I desire to call the attention of 
the House to the contested-election case of Whyte v. Harris, from 


the State of Maryland, in 1858, forty-four years ago, in which a | 
similar canvass was attempted to be introduced in evidence, and | 


the response which the committee made to that attempt and the 
judgment of the House upon the report of the committee: 


Hearsay evidence is uniformly incompetent to establish any specific fact 
which in its nature is susceptible of being proved by witnesses who speak 
from their own knowledge. That it a something better that might 
be adduced in the particular cases is not the only ground of its exclusion. Its 
intrinsic weakness, its incompetency to satisfy the mind as to the existence 
of the fact, and the frauds which may be practiced under its cover, all com- 
bine to support the rule that hearsay evidence is wholly inadmissible. 

| The exceptions to the rule are well known, such as cases of pedigree, in- 
scriptions on tombstones, etc.] Chief Justice Marshall, in the case of Minor 
Queen v. Hepburn (7 Cranch, 230) emphasizes this doctrine in saying that ‘“‘all 
questions upon the rule of evidence are of vast importance to all orders and 
de grees of men; our lives, our liberty, our property are all concerned in the 
support of these rules, which have been matured by the wisdom of ages. 
One of them is that hearsay evidence is totally inadmissible.’ This rule was 
also strictly applied in an election case in the English Parliament, cited in 
Rogers’ Law and Practice of Elections, page 172, where “it wae pesoeene that 
a witness should be sent for to prove a conversation with one Delande, upon 
the ground that he (Delande) could not be found to be served with the 
speaker's writ, but, on argument, it was refused.” 


Allow me to ask the gentleman whether | 
those men who took that count were sworn as to the results, and | 
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Continuing further, it is said: 


We regard the contestant’s proof on both these points as wholly vicious 
and inadmissible. Lists are filed by him of names of persons in the differ. 
ent wards who, it is claimed, did not vote because they were “intimidated.” 
These lists are obtained, as the evidence shows, by sending men into the va- 
rious wards, who, dividing them into different districts, make out separate 
lists of such persons as they are assumed to have seen or heard from, stating 
that the persons whose names they thus returned were “intimidated.” 
They do not state, except in comparatively isolated cases, that they knew 
the persons to be qualified voters, or what was the ground or reason of what 
they called their intimidation. In a vast number of cases they do not know, 
personally, those they see; many they do not even see, personally, but get 
the information they report from their wives, their children, their neigh. 
bors, or their landlords, and then, to add to the absurd insufficiency of such 
proof, in the case of a number of these lists, they are put in evidence by the 

2erson who makes up the general list filed from these separate lists thus 
anded in to him, and the separate lists,in many cases, are not proved by 
those who collected the information in them, and many of these persons are 


| not even put upon the stand. 


A greatly stronger case than the one now being considered, because the 


| alleged census was at least directed to the facts as they were supposed to 


exist at the time of the election, whereas in the present one the test of a man’s 
legitimacy as a voter is not wifether he resided in the precinct at the time of 
his registration, but whether he continued to reside there for several months 


| later 


Now, Mr. Speaker, the House decided that the minority of the 
committee which made that report was correct and refused to 
unseat the contestee upon such evidence as that. Moreover, [| 
have here in my hand Mr. Rowell’s Digest of Contested Election 
Cases, from which I will not read, but which shows that since the 
organization of this Congress there has not been a single case in 
which evidence of this sort was not spurned by the House of Rep- 
resentatives. In every case where hearsay evidence was sought 
to be introduced the majority and the minority of the committees 
have declared that it was illegal and refused to accept it. Ihave 
plenty of authority here from the highest courts of the land to 
the same effect in contested election cases. This is the only case 
in the history of this Congress in which evidence of this character 


has been admitted and upon which it has been sought to deprive 


a man of a seat upon the floor of the House. 
In this McBurney canvass, take the case of Mr. Shapleigh, presi- 
dent of the Shapleigh Hardware Company, a concern doing busi- 


| ness all over the United States, who died two months after the 


| election was over. 


| Johnson. 


[Ap- | 
It ought to have been excluded, | 


That is | 








Yet in the McBurney canvass he goes down as 
a fraudulent voter. 

Take the case of Mr. Thomas C. Henning, one of the most 
prominent lawyers in the city of St. Louis, who lives at the Jef- 
ferson Club. The canvasser went there and asked of ‘‘ whoever 
came to the door’’ the names of those over 21 years of age who 
lived there, and the man gave him the name of T. Henning, or 
possibly T. C. Hénning, or possibly Thomas; but at any rate the 
canvasser put him down as T. Henning, and on that they put this 
man down as a fraudulent voter, because it did not happen to be 
T. C. Henning. 

Take the case of Eugene Johnson. He is registered as Eugene 
The canvasser puts him down as E. Johnson, and yet 
he goes into this record as a fraudulent voter. 

Take the case of the man who testified as a witness for the con- 
testant and who was not found by the McBurney canvasser, Mr. 
Sam W. Dicks. Here is his evidence in the record, and yet he 
was not found and was put down as a fraudulent voter. 

Now, it was asserted by the gentleman from Iowa a few min- 
utes ago that this McBurney canvass is entitled to the same credit 
and is as carefully prepared as the city directory, and the ma- 
jority of the committee in their report undertake to give us the 
result of an examination into what the city directory of St. 
Louis shows with reference to certain persons to whom registered 
letters were sent. 

I wish to call the attention of this House to the fact that the 
canvass for the city directory of St. Louis for 1901 was made 
concurrently with the McBurney canvass and about the same 
time these witnesses were testifying; yet that city directory 
shows that 309 of the witnesses who testified for the contestant 
in this case do not live at the places where they said they lived. 
Thev offer the St. Louis city directory in evidence. They exam- 


| ined 929 witnesses, and the St. Louis city directory shows that 


309 of those witnesses did not live at the places given by them 
in their sworn testimony in this record. 

The McBurney canvass is entitled to the same credit as the St. 
Louis City Directory, they say, and they ought to add that it 1s 
entitled to no more credit! Three hundred and nine witnesses 
swore in this record that they lived at certain places. and the St. 
Louis directory, taken at the same time, says that they did not. 

It is upon such testimony that the case of the majority rests. 

That is the character of testimony on which this House is asked 
to declare this election null and void. There were 57 of McBur- 
ney’s canvassers engaged in this work about a week. and 19, or 
more than one-fourth, of them are not found in the city directory 
of St. Louis. The majority of this House ask us to turn outa 
man on a census taken in January, when there was a chance for 
thousands of men, not hundreds, to move; a second chance of 
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many hundreds at least to die; a third chance for thousands of 
mistakes in the first enumeration; another chance for thousands 
of mistakes in the compilation; a still further chance for the 
registrar to get the name or the initial or the residence address 
wrong. All of these chances, and yet not one of them taken into 
account by the majority of the committee. 

Judge Smith says that if we reject this McBurney canvass it 
makes it worse for the contestee. Turn a man out because this 
compilation, made by the contestant in January, 1901, found 
that it did not exactly correspond in name, in initials, in resi- 
dence, or something of that sort with the census taken six or seven 
months previously. It is the most preposterous proposition that 
ever was presented to the House of Representatives; a greater 
outrage, in my humble judgment, was never attempted. They 
talk about frauds that were committed there. I say that to rely 
on the census or on the McBurney census under those circum- 
stances, and to hold that either of them, singly or collectively, by 
themselves or added together, are a proper basis to deprive a 
member holding the certificate of a sovereign State to his right 
to a seat in this House, is a greater outrage upon justice than any- 
thing which they charge upon the Democratic party in the city 
of St. Louis. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it was said that the law of 1895, known as 
the Filley law, was changed in 1899. I have already shown that 
under the law or 1895 there was a larger percentage of registra- 
tion and vote than under the law of 1899; and if the law of 1899 
permitted these pretended fraudulent practices, what must have 
been the law it superseded? It is said that 53 of the gentlemen 
who were appointed to represent the Republican party in five of 
the wards of this district voted for Mr. Butler. I donot know 
whether they did or not. I have not verified the statement; and 
hence I will let it pass without a contradiction; but over and 
against it I shall set the proposition that in every one of the 
wards referred to by the gentleman from Iowa excepting one 
only, the officers, judges, and clerks appointed to represent the 
Republican party were appointed upon the recommendation of 
the local Republican committeemen, the chairman of the com- 
mittee for the precinct in question. 

And in the only one to which there is an exception we have 
the evidence that there were factional differences between the 
Republicans and the Republican representative on the board of 
election commissioners. Mr. Kobusch made the motion that rep- 
resentation be divided between the opposing factions. That fact 
isundisputed. Itisin the record. It is proven by the testimony 
of the contestant’s witnesses that where they had two Republican 
factions contending for supremacy in a particular ward, on the 
motion of the Republican member of the board of election com- 
missioners the representation was divided. In all the others, the 
Republican committee—the chairman of the committee—selected 
his own representatives, both judges and clerks; and if they se- 
lected men who for any reason were unable to vote for Mr. Hor- 
ton I submit that it is no reason why this House should declare 
that election null and void and turn this man out of his seat. 

The Republican quota in this district was 348. The Republican 
committeemen—the regular committee which had charge of Hor- 
ton’s campaign—recommended all but 21 of the 348 names, and 
these 21 were appointed upon the recommendation of the oppos- 
ing political factions in the Republican party in the city of St. 
Louis upon the motion and at the instance of the Republican elec- 
tion commissioner, and every one of them took an oath that he 
was a Republican at the time he was appointed. This is the rec- 
ord. ze is impossible to conceive a just law more justly admin- 
istered. 

But gentlemen say that there was a remarkable change which 
came over that district. I have already alluded to the fact that 
in the last twenty years the Democratic party carried that district 
seven times and the Republican party carried it three times, and 
two of the times that the Republican party carried it were in 
1896 and in 1898, when the Democratic party in the city of St. 
Louis was torn to pieces over the money question. 

For sixteen years prior to that time the district had gone Démo- 
cratic in every election but one. The Democratic party was in 
the midst of great dissensions in 1896, and the Republican party 
nominated a strong man and he was elected. The same thing 
happened in 1898, but by a largely reduced majority. In 1900 in 
the precincts that I am going to read you from the record, in the 
precincts where the Republican precinct committeemen got every 
judge and every clerk of their own selection, in those wards where 
there is no single judge or clerk but what was appointed by sup- 
porters of Mr. Horton, what does it show? The Democratic party 


in 7 of those wards gained 4,599 votes; the Republican party in 5 of 
them gained 563 votes; a net Democratic gain in 12 wards of St. 
Louis, where the Republicans had their own judges and clerks of 
their own selection, of 4,036. 


: bo Pierce’s majority, the Republican nominee in 1898, was 


Subtracting that from the Democratic gain in districts 
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where the Republicans had their own representation and wipe 
out all the balance and Butler has a majority of 1,715. Add to it 
the Democratic gains in those precincts in the other wards where 
the regular Republicans got their own men and the majority is 
about 3,000. That is the history of this district. That is the 
condition of affairs. 

Now, what else do we find in that district going to show that 
Butler was fairly and honestly elected? We find, as I say, that 
it is a Democratic district, and it only went Republican because 
of the split on the money question. In 1900 the Gold Democrats 
came back into the party in that district inthe city of St. Louis, 
and there were no factional differences. That fact isabundantly 
attested in the brief of thecounsel for the contestant. The 
Democratic party got together in that district, and it was easy 
enough to restore the Democratic majority. But that was not 
all by any means. 

The Republican party nominated the most unpopular candi- 
date that they could put out if they had scraped the district with 
a fine-tooth comb. The history of this case, as this record shows, 
shows that after Horton was nominated, it being understood that 





| he was the candidate of Baumhoff, the traction magnate of that 
city, the celebrated strike of the street car employees occurred. 


I can not go into all the details of it, but it is sufficient to say 
that it shook that city from center to circumference as nothing 
like it had ever done before. 

Mr. Baumhoff was hting in effigy in dozens of places in the city 
of St. Louis. Hisname becameaby-wordandahissing. Mr. Hor- 
ton was his candidate, and organized labor took up the fight and 
almost to a man supported Mr. Butler. Added to that, the fact 
is that heretofore the negro vote in that district, which amounts 
to five or six thousand, had been going almost solidly Republican. 
At this time the colored Butler Republican club was so numer- 
ous in St. Louis that you could hardly count the number of the 
clubs. Mr. Butler polled a large percentage of the negro vote in 
that district. You add the normal Democratic majority in the 
district, when both factions of the party are united, and then add 
that part of the labor vote which had been going Republican, and 
add to it the large negro vote which had been going Republican, 
and you find out where the majority for Butler came from. He 
got all of it, in my judgment, fairly and honesty, unless there 
was some slight mistakes made in the count. 

The gentleman from Iowa says that it is admitted that there 
were 400 fraudulent errors in the count. There is nothing of 
the sort. There were over 41,000 votes cast in that district, and 
a recount made under auspices of the contestant, two months 
after the election, and that only shows a discrepancy of 403 out 
of over 41,000 votes. There is just as much likelihood of fraud 
in the recount as there was in the original count. 

But in any case it is by no means improbable that a mistake 
of afew hundred would be found in a recount of over 40,000 
ballots. There is nothing at all remarkable in it; there is no 
evidence of fraud of any kind. 

But they say they have independent evidence of men who can- 
vassed these election precincts. They have a few cases, they 
have got perhaps 200 or 300 instances in all shown by men who 
went around and made a pretense of canvassing on the day be- 
fore the election that was infinitely better than the infamous can- 
vass made by McBurney. In one precinct, the worst place they 
have, the very worst, three men went around and said there were 
67 men registered that they could not find. 

Mr. McBurney’s canvass shows there were 147 that he couldn’t 
find. Asamatter of fact, it is not shown that these 67, because 
they were not found, were illegal. One of the men who made 
the canvass testified that he was a city employee and under this 
Republican administration, he was instructed to go around and 
make a political canvass of his precinct on the day before elec- 
tion, and his time would run on at the office. The city of St. 
Louis paid this canvasser for his time while he served the Re- 
publican party, and of course he had to bring in something of a 
showing, and he brought in 67 names. But the Republican pre- 
cinct committeemen in other precincts who come and testify, 
some of them put one man down that they couldn't find, and 
some of them put a half a dozen. One of them puts down 15; 
and that was at the headquarters of the Republican party in his 
precinct. There is not a single one, barring this case of this em- 
ployee of the city, whose time was running while he was serving 
the Republican party—there is not a single one that puts down 
over a dozen, except in this case where the registration was made 
at the Republican headquarters. In every similar case McBur- 
ney reports from 150 to 200 not found. 

Now, against that testimony what do we have? The law of 
the city of St. Louis—this much-denounced law—provides that 
the two clerks—the Republican clerk and the Democratic clerk 
of each precinct in the city of St. Louis—shall go to every house 
in the various precincts with a certified copy of the registration 
list, to find out if the men whose names are on the list are there; 








and if they are not there it is the duty of these two clerks, or 
either of them, to report such fact to the four judges sitting as a 
board, and notice is served upon any man who is not found or 
who they think is fraudulently registered, that notice being by 
ersonal service, if possible, or if not, they must try to reach 
him through the mails, and if he does not come up and make 
proper explanation his name is stricken from the list. These 
clerks in every precinct in this Congressional district—Repub- 
lican and Democratic—took a certified copy of the registration 
list and went through every precinct in the district. These men 
made that canvass under oath. They were representatives of 
both political parties; and then there was the board of judges, 
who were representatives of both political parties; and provision 
was made for giving notice through the mail when a man could 
not be found, and every man in regard to whom there was any 
suspicion, every man who was found to be fraudulently registered, 
had his name turned in, and those names were stricken from the 
list before election day. 

Here was a canvass made under the law, under the oaths of the 
officers of the law—made to officers of the law in every precinct 
of the city—made a few days before the election—after the regis- 
tration book had closed: and yet they tell us that because the 
compilers of this political canvass and the employees of this con- 
testant report to us that there is a discrepancy in the initials or in 
the addresses of some of the names—that this must be set off 
against the sworn report of the officers of the law acting in the 
discharge of their duties under their oaths! I say, gentlemen, 
that it would be a shame upon the House of Representatives if a 
man were denied his seat in this Congress on such a case. 

Ah, but they say they discovered that a fraudulent registra- 
tion was going on, and that they sent out registered letters for 
the purpose of testing the fraudulent registration. Did they send 
out 14,000 of such letters—did they send out 20,000, did they send 
out 12,000. or did they send out 9,000? Not a bit of it. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

fr. BOWIE. Surely. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It isa fact, is it not, that at the time 
these letters were sent out the parties who sent them out were 
not in possession of copies of the Federal census and had no 
method of locating or determining those 9,000-odd names that 
should have been on the list? 

Mr. BOWIE. I do not know whether they had the Federal 
census or not. I presume they had not. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Does not the gentleman know that the 
Federal census had to be put in in rebuttal; that it was not even 
copied in time to be put in in chief? 

Mr. BOWIE. I know that they did not have this document 
that we had. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They did not have the McBurney can- 
vass and they did not have the Federal census? 

Mr. BOWIE. No, sir. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. So that they had no means of knowing 
these names until after those letters had been sent out? 

Mr. BOWIE. Certainly they did not know anything about 
the McBurney canvass, and they did not have the copy of the 
Federal canvass which they have since put in evidence. But I 
know that under the law in Missouri it was required that each of 
the election precincts should as nearly as practicable have 400 
voters. Of course in some cases the number went, of necessity, 
above that and in some the number below, so as to avoid split- 
ting up blocks. But that was about the average under the law 
of the State. And I do know that the Republican precinct com- 
mitteemen elected by the party authorities made canvasses. I 
do know that the Republican clerks and the Democratic clerks 
made canvasses under oath, and under the penalties of the law. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him one further question? 

Mr. BOWIE. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Is it not a fact that, when these Re- 
publican committeemen went about, there is evidence here that 
the keepers of these lodging houses in which we now claim these 
frauds largely took place would go out and bring in lists that 
had been furnished them and check them off and say, ‘‘ Yes, that 
man lives here; yes, that man lives here,’’ and the like? Is there 
not evidence to that effect? 

Mr. BOWIE. Inone instance one man so testifies, and there is 
a dozen in which the committeemen themselves say that there is 
not a single man on the list that did not belong there. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And is it not a fact that these re 
lican clerks that the gentleman is talking about largely voted the 
Democratic ticket? 

Mr. BOWIE. No, sir. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. You say there is not a large percentage 
of those clerks that you present us with and labor Republicans 
that voted the Democratic ticket? 

Mr. BOWIE. I admit that you state it, and I do notdispute it. 
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Your committee stated that you had found fifty three or four 
clerks and judges—— 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Sixty who voted against our ticket. 

Mr. BOWIE. Allright, put it sixty. But did not all vote for 


Butler? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Not quite. Fifty-four voted for Butler. 

Mr. BOWIE. All right. I admit that you stated you made 
an examination of the ballots and you found those sixty or fifty- 
four, whichever it is, who voted for Butler. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa: In five wards out of fifteen. 

Mr. BOWIE. Did you examine the others? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No, sir; we did not. 

Mr. BOWIE. Then you ought to have done it, if you thought 
it was worth anything to you. The Republican quota was 348 in 
that district, and one-sixth of them, you say, voted the Demo- 
cratic ticket. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And you do not dispute it. 

Mr. BOWIE. And I say that four-fifths of those who voted 
the Democratic ticket were appointed upon the recommendation 
of the Republican committeemen. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The Good Government League? 

Mr. BOWIE. No, sir; the supporters of William M. Horton, 
and the balance of them under the resolution offered by Mr. Ko- 
busch, from the contesting factions, and everyone took an oath 
that he was a Republican. That is what I say. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. And then voted the Democratic ticket? 

Mr. BOWIE. No, sir. There were others running in that 
There was a municipal election 
and a national election for President, and because some of these 
men who had hung Mr. Baumhoff in effigy, some of them who 
thought they were ground down by Mr. Baumhoff in that strike, - 
some of these laboring men, said that they would not vote for 
















































































ublicans, and it did not interfere with the fact that they were 
onorable men, not a bit of it, and would make an honest can- 
vass. Now, I want to call attention to the testimony of the Re- 
ublican committeeman, the chairman of his ward, Mr. Patrick 
. Clark, and read what he says about the condition of affairs in 












Q. You remember, as a matter of course, the street-car strike in this city 


es, sir. 

Q. Between the management of what is commonly known as the Transit 
Company and their employees? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You remember, of course, that Sheriff Pohlman swore in about 1,000 
men that constituted what he was pleased to call a posse comitatus, arming 
them with shotguns, do you not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember that public feeling ran very high in the city of St. 
Louis on account of that strike? 

A. Yes, sir. 

.Q. And that the citizens, regardless of party, were greatly divided on ac- 
count of the strike? 

A. Yes; no doubt about that. E 

Q. That it even went so far as to create more or less personal feeling be- 
tween the citizens? 

A. Yes, sir. 

g. Do you remember that these men were uniformed and that they were 
in charge of men with a quasi military title, such as ‘‘ colonel,”’ ‘‘ lieutenant,’ 
“captain,” etc., in w Mr. Fisse, chief counsel for Mr. Horton in this 
matter, was known as a captain, or general, or brigadier, or something or 
other, and in which Mr. Chester H. Krum, also counsel for Mr. Horton in 
this matter, was known by some quasi military title, and also in which Mr 
Charles counsel for Mr. Horton in this matter, was a_ prominent 
officer, and also in which Mr. Charles W. Holtcamp; counsel for Mr. Horton 
in this matter, was wn as a captain, or cha or something, and also 
Mr. A. C. Orrick was known as a first lieutenant or leftenant; also in which 
Mr. Arthur Shepley, counsel for Mr. Horton, took a prominent part; do 
you know of that organization known as the posse comitatus, such as I have 
described? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You know, also, that these men, under the able leadership of these able 
generals paraded the streets of St. Louis and made themselves very obnox- 
_ ~ — of certain quarters, particulary so in South St. Louis? 

. Yes, sir. 

. Do you know, too, by public rumor, press rts, and matters of pub- 
lic knowledge, that a great many men were shot down by the rank and file of 
this posse comitatus? 

A. Yes; I read of it. ; 

Q. You know, also, that several men were killed by members of this posse, 
supposedly? 

A. Yes, sir. ss 

Q. At all events, they were killed in a disturbance between the striking 
men and the posse? 

A. Yes, sir. e 

Q. And that an inquest was held over the bodies of those dead citizens be- 
fore the coroner, and that the coroner's jury returned a verdict of * unjust- 
fiable homicide?” 

A. Yes; I have read of that, too. 5 

Q. You know that men congregated daily upon the street corners and in 
the hotels and around the grocery stores, and that that was almost the sole 
topic of discussion? 

A. Yes, sir. ae 

Q. You know, too, at this time, that Mr. Baumhoff was the acting spirit on 
behalf of the railroad company, and he occupied the position of general man- 
ager of the railroad cuepenet 

A. Yes; he occupied t position, and occupies it now, I guess. ' 

Q. And do you know, of your own personal knowledge, or through the 
public press, that Mr. Baumhoff was hanged in effigy from the trolley poles 
and from lamp-posts, and other places all over town? 
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A. Yes, sir. 

Q. So high did public sentiment run. Following this strike, Mr. Horton 
was nominated by the Republican party for Congress? 

A. You have got that wrong; he was nominated before that strike. 

Q. Before the strike? Very well. Do you know as a matter of fact that 
Mr. Horton was gemacely considered in the city of St. Louis, whether right- 
fully or wron ly, as being the direct representative and the nominee of 
Mr. Baumhoff? — 

A. The laboring people thought so. 

. That was the prevalent opinion, was it not? 

. Yes, sir. 

. Don’t you know that on account of that prevalent opinion a large body 
of the Republican party refused to support Mr. Horton? 

A. Iknow a good many of them that said they wouldn't support him; 
printers and mechanics of all kinds. . x ; 

Q. All the trades unions were allied with the street-car men in this strike, 
were they not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And they combined against the candidacy of Mr. Horton and other 
candidates? 

A. That was the principal cause of the defeat of the Republican ticket. 

. Evenat the time of Mr. Horton's nomination, as you say, prior to the 
strike, is it not a fact that there was much dissatisfaction among the rank 
and file of the Republican ty over his nomination? 

A. There was a t deal of dissatisfaction over the rolling of Major 
Pearce—beating of ~ Pearce. pens 

Q. Major Pearce had represented this district previously? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And had made an acceptable candidate to his party and an acceptable 
Congressman to the party at large? 

A. A good Congressman; the best we ever had here. 

. Now, can you tell me who was responsible, mainly, for the rolling of 
Major Pearce? 

A. Principally, I think it was Mr. Baumhoff. 

Q. Didn't that rolling of Major Pearce, who wasa prominent, popular, and 
able man, create within itself much dissatisfaction? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Among the rank and file of the Republican party? 

A. Yes; a good many said it was a mistake. ae: 

Q. There area great many Germans in the Twelfth Congressional district, 
are there not? 

A. Yes; there is a good many. ‘ 

Q. Before I go into that, is it nota fact that you know that the national 
Republican committee called representatives of Mr. Horton to the city of 
Chicago and endeavored, in the interest of peace and harmony in the Repub- 
lican party, to induce him to withdraw from the race? 

A. [have heard that; I don’t know that to be a fact. 

Q. You don’t know that to be a fact? 

A. Lhave heard that rumor. , : 

Q. You have heard that rumor, and it was generally talked of in Republi- 
can circles? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And talked of as an accepted fact? 

A. Yes; I have heard of it. y 3 : 

Q. So great was the dissatisfaction with the candidacy of Mr. Horton, and 
so sure were the rank and file of the Republican party that he would be 
beaten, as you understand, he was called to Chicago by the national commit- 
tee, in an effort to get him to withdraw from the race? 

A. [have heard that. 


Now, I might quote a great deal more along the same line. I 
want to quote one piece of testimony further in corroboration of 
that proposition. Here isthe testimony of Philip Rodan, thesecond 
vice-president of the Fourteenth Ward Republican League Club, 
a chairman of the precinct committee of the eleventh precinct of 
that ward, testifying on this question: 

Q. Your position in your precinct gives you an exceptional opportunity to 
learn = <n of the voters of your own party, does it not? 

A. It ought to. 

Q What was the sentiment and the apparent intention, from your know]l- 
edge. : ry a voters in your precinct? 

(Objected to.) . 

A. Well, a great many of them believed that Mr. Horton was put up asa 
“straw man;"’ that it was simply an understanding between Mr. Butler—that 
is, ] mean Col. Ed Butler—and certain Republican officials that Horton would 
be defeated and Butler elected, and I believe a good many of them came to 
the conclusion that as long as the prominent Republicans were of that belief, 
that the little ones might just as well fall in line. 


There you have your explanation as to why it was that this 
Republican majority in this district was overcome and Mr. 
Butler was elected—out of the mouths of their own witnesses 
and their own officials, whose character they vouch for when 
they put them upon the stand. 

Mr. PALMER. You were speaking about 1,500 letters that 
were sent out, when somebody diverted your attention. I will 
ask you what became of those. 

Mr. BOWIE. Yes; I want to get to that. 
mony on the desk. 

Mr. PALMER. Those letters were sent out to persons alleged 
to have been illegally registered? 

Mr. BOWIE. That is the pretense. 

Mr. PALMER. That is what they claim? 

Mr. BOWIE. That is what they now claim, and I want to 
show upon what a thin and unsubstantial foundation that pre- 
tense rests. 

Mr.PALMER. The question I want you to answer is, What be- 
- ~ <= letters? Did they find the people to whom they were 
acddres: f 


Mr. BOWIE. Some of them did and some of them did not. 


I have some testi- 


Now, have you heard what was in those letters? 

Mr. PALMER. Never mind what was in them. 

Mr. BOWIE. I prefer to answer in my own way. There was 
nothing in the letters except the card of William M. Horton, can- 





didate for Congress. The letters were marked ‘‘ Personal,’’ and 
strict orders were given not to deliver them to any man except 
the person to whom they were addressed; to accept no agents, to 
accept no orders, but to deliver them only to the men to whom 
they were addressed. Two orthree hundred of those letters were 
actually delivered. The men who got them felt that they were 
the victims of a fraud and an imposition, and they denounced it 
as a fraud, and they were outraged because a thing of that sort 
had been attempted upon them. They noised it abroad. They 
talked it far and wide, and every man to whom those letters were 
addressed became aware of the fact that all there was in these 
letters were Mr. Horton’s cards. They were sent in bunches of 
50 or 60 to one place. They were sent between the hours of 8 or 
9 in the morning and 4 and 5 in the afternoon to laboring men 
who rose at sun-up and did not return to their places of residence 
until after dark. 

The purpose, the infamous purpose, behind the sending of those 
letters was to build up a fraudulent case in order to offset to 
some extent the great dissatisfaction which existed in St. Louis 
against the Republican nominee. And so they refused to send 
those letters there at the time when these men could receive them. 
The only way they could get them after they got the notices was 
to go—it may be several miles to the post-office—and get witnesses 
who happened to be acquainted with the clerk at the post-office 
to identify them after they got there, and then to receive what 
they knew in advance was nothing but the card of Mr. Horton. 
Now, what does the evidence show? I want to call your atten- 
tion to what the evidence shows with reference to whether those 
men actually lived at those places or not. I want to take asa 
sample 509 South Second street. Ihope the gentleman will listen. 

Mr. PALMER. I am listening. 

Mr. BOWIE. The facts which I am now about to state are set 
forth in the minority report. 


Mr. J. H. Schultze, letter carrier, testifies, on page 665, that he had 30 reg- 
istered letters addressed to 109 South Second street, many of which were un- 
delivered, and the inference is sought to be drawn that these were all fraud- 
ulent. And yet on this very matter Mr. George Schumacher, the Republican 
judge for the fifth precinct of the Fifth W (Rec., 936), says that 509 South 
Bees nd street was a ee hotel, having 68 beds; that it was a perfectly 
reputable place; that ordinarily 35 to 40 men lived there at the time he kept 
it, which was up to July, 1900; that he was succeeded by Peter Gill, who ran 
it in the same manner; that as arule a poor class of laboring men lived there, 
but no women whatever were received; that ona pinch they could accom- 
modate #8 men. 

Mr. Ehlert, the Republican clerk for the second precinct of the Fifth Ward, 
in which this house is located, testifies (Rec., 942) that he went there with 
the Democratic clerk and was informed by the Lag ype that every man 
registered from there lived there, and there were 38 inall. He marked no 
one off the list. 

Mr. John Allen, the Broun joa for that precinct (Rec., 1176), said 
that he was personally acquainted with nearly every man- who was regis- 
— there, and that he also knew pretty nearly all who lived in the pre- 
cinct. 

Mr. Remmler, the Republican challenger (pp. 861-862), testified that he did 
not know whether there were 20 men or 40 men living at this place, but that 
many of them did not vote; and that he was satisfied that every man who 
did vote from that place was entitled to do so. 


The Republican challenger testified to that. That is the testi- 
mony as to that place, and there is identically the same character 
of testimony virtually as to every one of those places. Take 520 
South Third street, concerning which Mr. Schultz, the letter 
carrier, testified: 


ai you say why these were not delivered, those addressed to 520 South 
ird? 


A. Because they were not there at the time. 


. What is 520 South Third? 
. A lodging house. 
2. How a house? 


. Itisa two-story building about 3 feet wide by about 75 feet deep 

Q. Glance over the letters addressed to 520 South Third and tell me how 
many of the men you know. 

A. Do you mean that I know personally? 

2. Yes; that you know were in the house. 

. I do not know any of those personally. 

A. How many of them do you know to have been in the house at the time? 

A. I recognize some of them cs being people I have left letters for. I do 
not know them. They would probably be working. 

Now, I have not the time to read all this testimony, because 
there are over 2,000 pages of it. There were 50 or 60 witnesses 
examined on this very matter. They went to these places when 
these laboring men could not have been there except by accident. 

Mr. PALMER. Llama jurorhere. I want to get at the truth 
of this. ; ‘ 

Mr. BOWIE. Iam trying to give you the truth. 

Mr. PALMER. Do you undertake to say that any of these 
persons who were alleged to have been fraudulently registered 
were in fact in existence, and did you bring any of those men to 
testify? ' 

Mr. BOWIE. Why, my dear sir, the testimony of Republican 
challengers here in this ward, in the first case that I read, is that 
the challenger knew all these peopie that voted, and he did not 
believe a single one had voted illegally. 

Mr. PALMER. That is all right enough, but then the allega- 
tion is that there were eight or nine thousand men who were fraud- 
ulently registered, and that these men did not live in St. Louis 
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and never had lived there; that they could not have been at the 
places where they were registered from. Did you bring any of 
these men before the Election Committee to prove that they actu- 
ally existed and were entitled to register from the places from 
which they were registered? 

Mr. BOWIE. The contestee did not take any testimony. 

Mr. PALMER. Oh! 

Mr. BOWIE. He submitted the case upon the testimony of 
the contestant 

Mr. PALMER. That answers the question. 

Mr. BOWIE. Because that testimony shows conclusively to 
any fair-minded man, in my humble judgment—and I do not 
mean any reflection upon the majority of this committee—that 
these charges of fraudarefalse. Itwasan utterimpossibility, with 
the safeguards that were thrown around that election, and with 
the managers and clerks who were appointed, an utter impossi- 
bility for there to have been that number of fraudulent registra- 
tions. 

Mr. PALMER. Now, as I understand your position, it is this: 
The fact that a person alleged as being fraudulently registered 
could not be found when the census was taken, and could not be 
found in December, that is no evidence that they were not there 
and not legal voters. 

Mr. BOWIE. That they were not found. It is simply a ques- 
tion of mistake of the officials. It is secondary testimony five or 
six times removed from the original. There are some who moved 
from one precinct to another; there are some who died; some 
mistakes in the census; some mistakes in the registration; some 
mistakes in the compilation. It is perfectly preposterous to talk 
about unseating a man on suchevidence. Why is it that this con- 
dition applies to this election district, the only one in the United 
States, where there were so many names, more than half, accord- 
ing to the theory of the contestant, about two-thirds in many 
cases, of all the votes not registered? Do you believe that, gentle- 
men, when these Republican judges and clerks and committee- 
men themselves testified to the fairness of it? Do you believe 
that in this district the legitimate registration was only 12 per 
cent of the population? Yet such is the case presented by the 
majority of the committee. 

Again, the gentleman from Iowa quotes from the testimony of 
a maz named Breitschuh, alias Bradshaw, in which he says how 
many votes were cast by the so-called Williams gang. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. About 120. 

Mr. BOWIE. One hundred and twenty; and yet the testimony 
of the negro driver of the wagon which hauled the Williams 
gang said that its utmost capacity was 18 or 20. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
this? Did not the gentleman well know that the 20, not 120, of 
the Williams gang voted time after time in the same precinct? 

Mr. BOWIE. Well, I will read—I will prove what I started 
to assert by your witness Breitschuh, alias Bradshaw, who is also 
the man that you were speaking of. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. When you say that I named the witness, 
I never named the witness, but said that he was one of many. 

Mr. BOWIE. He was your crackerjack witness, the one that 
you singled out in your argument. 

Mr. SMITH of lowa. I never named him in my argument. 
You asked me about him, and I said he was one of many. 

Mr. BOWIE. I asked you about the man you were talking 
about. Ido not care whether you named the man or not. I un- 
derstood whom you referred to. Mr. Herman Breitschuh was 
the witness. It is fortunate that this occurrence is testified to by 
other witnesses than Mr. Breitschuh, alias Bradshaw. And I 
will read the testimony of the other witnesses. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
that he is the first man who named this witness. 

Mr. BOWIE. Ido not care anything about who it was that 
first mentioned him. You referred to the witness’s testimony, 
and I wanted to identify him. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I spoke of him as one of many. 
Mr. BOWIE. He was the one that you were talking about, 





I trust the gentleman will remember | 
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and the fact is there were other witnesses who testified to the | 
| that there was any such fraud in the election there as they charge. 


same occurrence you referred to and who prove that Mr. Breit- 
schuh lied about it. Here is what Mr. Breitschuh said about it. 
I have it, and I will read from the minority report. It is on page 
182 of the record. He testifies as to an alleged outrage on the 
clerk of that precinct. Breitschuh says there were 75 to 100 men 
in this gang, and this driver said that the wagon which hauled 
them would not hold over 15 to 20, and the wagon was not always 
full. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Where is the statement of 75 or 100? 

Mr. BOWIE. That is the number of the Williams gang 
mentioned by Breitschuh and who were alleged to be present at 
the time of the occurrence related by that versatile witness about 
which so much is said in the majority report and to which the 
gentleman from Iowa referred in his opening argument. 
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Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I referred to Breitschuh. 
Breitschuh. He is a very intelligent witness. 

Mr. BOWIE. I believe that he says that there were 75 to 100 
of the ‘* gang’’ present, but I am not sure. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. It was 50 or 75 he told us, and that 
they voted two or three times apiece. 


I stand by 


Mr. BOWIE. My recollection is he said 75 to 100. I will ask 
some other gentleman if he will examine the record. I will ask 


the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BuRGEss] to please examine page 
182 of the record and see if he can find this. I do not want to 
make any mistake about it. Iam reading from page 29 of the 
minority report: 

They voted so often that it took them from 10 o'clock in the morning until 
2in the afternoon at one precinct. 

Four hours this Williams gang remained at one precinct! The 
majority of the committee say that this same gang went to 25 
or 30 precincts; and according to that, if the majority is right 
and Breitschuh is right, they had a day in St. Louis that was from 
one hundred to one hundred and twenty hours long. This lays 
in the shade even the famous record of Jozhua, when he com- 
manded the sun to stand still. 

Now, Breitschuh testifies to a great outrage—and is quoted at 
length by the majority—perpetrated on the clerk by these men, 
who put a pistol at his head and run him out. I will read: 

Mr. OrrRIcK. Did you see the clerk come out? 

A. I did. 

Q. Was he put out or did he come out voluntarily? 

A. I guess he ran out—scared of getting killed. He said a fellow had a gun 
up to his head, and he thought it was about time to move. 

gain he was asked: - 

Q. Were these men you refer to as Indians white or colored? 

A. White men. 

Now, it so happens that Mr. Wefferling, the Republican clerk, 
was also examined as to what happened that day, and he com- 
pletely contradicts Mr. Breitschuh on this question. I quote from 
Mr. Wefferling (Record, p. 1642), as follows: 


. Was there any trouble of any kind there at the polls in your precinct? 
. [don’t know. There may have been on the outside. 

. But there was none on the inside? 

. No, sir. 

. Did you look outside of the polling place at any time? 

. Once in a while, when we had nothing to do. 

Now, Mr. Clark, the Republican central committeeman of that 
ward, testifies that Wefferling was appointed upon his recom- 
mendation. Mr. Wefferling said further that he had made a 
careful canvass of the precinct; that he had lived there all his life; 
that he knew practically every white man in it, and found only 
one case of false registration, which he reported. On page 1639 
he was asked: 

Q. Did anyone appear there and ask to vote and was not entitled to vote, 
to your knowledge? 

A. I don’t know; not to my knowledge. ; 

Q. How long have you been living in that precinct? 

A. Twenty-seven years. 

Again, on pages 1641 and 1642, he said: 

Q. How long haveyou lived in that place? 

A. For twenty-seven years; not exactly in the same house, but in that 
neighborhood. 

Q. So you know nearly everybody there, do you? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you seeanybody come there to register or vote that you did not 
know? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You knew them all? 

A. All, except the darkies. 

None of the Republican judges at this precinct were examined, 
but they were all appointed upon the recommendation of Mr. 
Clark. . 

Such is the character of testimony upon which the committee 
in this case seek to impeach the result of this election. 

Mr. Speaker, I regret that this record is so large and the issues 
so great I have been forced to consume very much more time 
than I had expected to do in the presentation of thiscase. Ihave 
done so in the hope that this case would get fairly presented to 
the House. I believe that every suggestion made by the other 
side can be answered, as I have answered these. Ido not believe 


POPrOPO 


I do not believe there was any more there that day than was 


| usual in large cities. There were a few fights, a few little irreg- 





| larities; perhaps some things happened that ought not to have 


happened, but nothing whatever upon which to found the judg- 
ment that 3,500 majority should be wiped out, as proposed in 
this case. 

I believe this man was honestly and fairly elected, and he is 
entitled to keep his seat. I do not know whether the gentlemen 
on the other side who have not done me the honor to listen to me, 
or even those who have, will vote as I shall in this case; but I 
have no hesitation in saying that, in my humble judgment, I 
honestly and sincerely believe that James J. Butler was fairly 
elected to Congress from that district, and I believe he ought to, 
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and if he gets his dues will, retain his seat. 
Democratic side. ] 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1225) 
granting an increase of pension to Clara W. McNair. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 5506) granting an 
increase of pension to Clayton T. Van Houten. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 5856) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elizabeth A. Turner. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 3320) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Adelaide G. Hatch. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the House 
of Representatives to the bill (S. 4450) confirming in the State of 
South Dakota title to a section of land heretofore granted to said 
State. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) in relation to 
monument to prison-ship martyrs at Fort Greene, Brooklyn, N. Y., 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
joint resolutions of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

S. R. 123. Joint resolution for the relief of Naval Cadet Wil- 
liam Victor Tomb, United States Navy; 

S. R. 124. Joint resolution to provide for the printing of the 
memorial address on the life and character of William McKinley, 
late President of the United States, by the Hon. John Hay, before 
the two Houses of Congress; and 

S. R. 127. Joint resolution authorizing the loan of plans and 
drawings of park improvements of the District of Columbia. 

A further message from the Senate announced that the Senate 
had agreed to the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 5383) 
providing that the circuit court of appeals of the fifth judicial 


[Applause on the 


circuit of the United States shall hold at least one term of said ' 


court annually in the city of Atlanta, in the State of Georgia, on 
the first Monday in October in each year. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 18172) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Choc- 
taw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a bill 
of the following title (S. 3560): An act to amend an act entitled 
“An act to promote the safety of employees and travelers upon 
railroads by compelling common carriers engaged in interstate 
commerce to equip their cars with automatic couplers and con- 
tinuous brakes and their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, 
and for other purposes,”’ approved March 2, 1893, and amended 
April 1, 1896, in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


ELECTION CONTEST—HORTON AGAINST BUTLER. 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I yield one hour to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will suspend for a moment, 
the gentleman from Minnesota has a conference report. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a confer- 
ence report on the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. It will be printed under the rule. 

|For conference report see Senate proceedings, page 7498. ] 

The statement is as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two House on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 14019) making appropriations for the support of the government of 
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, submit the 
following written statement in explanation of the action agreed upon and 
recommended in the accompanying conference report on each of the Senate 
amendments, namely: 

On Nos. 1, 2,38, 4, and 5, relating to the executive office: Increases the salary 
of the janitor from $1,000 to $1,200 and of the property clerk from $1,200 to 
$1,400, as proposed by the Senate, and strikes out the provision for an addi- 
tional clerk at $720. 

On No. 6: Inserts the provision proposed by the Senate to punish bribery 
in the District of Columbia. . 

On Nos, 7, 8, and 9, relating to the assessor's office: Increases the s. lary of 
the assistant assessor from $1,600 to $2,000 and of the clerk to the board of as- 
sistant assessors from $1,200 to $1,500, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 10: Appropriates $5,500, as proposed by the Senate, for salaries and 
expenses of the excise board, and requires that all receipts from liquor 
‘icenses shall be paid into the Treasury. 
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On No. 11: Strikes out the provision inserted by the House reviving the 
personal-tax law of 1877. 

On Nos. 12, 13, and 14, relating to the collector's office: Provides for an as- 
sistant cashier at $1,400 and for two coupon clerks at $900 each, as proposed 
by the Senate. 

On No.15: Authorizes the employment of clerks on extra labor in the prep- 
aration of tax-sale certificates. 

On Nos. 16, 17,18, 19, and 20, relating to the Auditor's Office: Increases the 
compensation of the chief clerk from $2,100 to $2,250 and of one clerk from 
$1,400 to $1,600, as proposed by the Senate, and inserts a provision defining 
the duties of the Auditor with reference to settling Gierenees with the 
Treasury and requiring him to countersign all checks. 

On Nos. 21 and 22: Appropriates for a clerk at $900, as proposed by the 
House, instead of at $1,000, as proposed by the Senate, in the office of the sealer 
of weights and measures. 

On Nos. 23, 24, and 25: Strikes out the increase in the salaries of the com- 
puting engineer and superintendent of sewers proposed by the Senate. 

On Nos. 26, 27, and 28, relating to the department of insurance: Appropri 
ates $600 for temporary clerk hire and strikes out the provision proposed by 
the Senate for one clerk at $1,400 and one clerk at $1,200. 

On Nos. 29 and 30: Appropriates $13,000, instead of $12,000, as proposed by 
the House, and $15,000, as proposed by the Senate, for employees in the sur- 
veyor’s office. 

On Nos. 31, 32, and 33: Aogronenn Tae, as proposed by the Senate, in- 
stead of $9,500, as proposed by the House, for binding and miscellaneous 
expenses of the Free Public Library, and authorizes expenditures for ren 

On No. 34: Apgrenetmee $30,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $25,- 
000, as proposed by the House, for contingent and miscellaneous expenses 

On Nos. 35, 36, and 37: Restores to the bill the provision proposed by the 
House regulating the expenditures for horses and wagons. 

On No. 38: Seusoeesnees $540, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $240, as 
proposed by the House, for rent of office for the department of insurance. 

On No. 39: Strikes out the appropriation of $480 proposed by the Senate 
for rent of office for superintendent of property. 

On No. 40: Appropriates $2,500, as proposed by the Senate, for clerical serv- 
ice, books, and equipments in the office of register of wills. 

On No. 41: Strikes out the appropriation of $5,000 proposed by the Senate 
for fireproof bookshelves in the office of the recorder of deeds. 

On No. 42: Strikes out the appropriation of $150 for glass for certain por- 
traits in the District offices. 

On Nos. 438, 44, and 45: Sypveneaten, as proposed by the Senate, $600 for 
enlargement of fireproof file case in the surveyor’s office, $300 for photo- 
lithographing certain old maps, and $2,000 for resurvey of Beatty and Haw- 
kins’s addition to Georgetown. 

On No. 46: Appropriates $145,000 instead of $140,000, as proposed by the 
House, and $150,000, as proposed by the Senate, for assessment and permit 
work, 

On Nos. 47, 48, 49, and 50: Appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, $15,500 
for paving South Capitol street and Delaware avenue, $15,400 for paving 
North Capitol street, and $6,400 for paving P street NW.,and strikes out 
the appropriation of $14,600 proposed by the Senate for paving S street NW. 

On No. 51: Reappropriates the unexpended balance of the appropriation 
of $40,000 for opening alleys, and strikes out the appropriation proposed by 
the Senate of an additional sum of $25,000 for said work. 

On Nos. 52,53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 68, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 
74, 75, 76, 77, and 78, all relating to the construction of county roads and su- 
barban streets, appropriates as proposed by the Senate for the following: 
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Leroy place to Wyoming avenue, $8,000; 

Joliet street, $7,000; 

Providence street, Brookland, $5,500; 

Nebraska avenue, $2,500; 

Kenesaw avenue, $10,009; 

Eleventh street extended, $15,000; 

New Hampshire avenue, $13,500; 
Jonnecticut avenue extended, $10,000; 

Thirty-seventh street, and other streets in Burleith subdivision, $3,000; 

ae avenue, $4,300; 

Mintwe place, $5,000; 

Decatur street, $12,000; and 

Quincy street, $5,000; and strikes out the provisions proposed by the Senate 
for the following: 

R street, $6,500; 

Blagden avenue, $3,000; 

Reno road and Emerson street, $3,000; 

Kramer street, $5,000; 

Pennsylvania avenue extended, $10,000; 

Erie street, 2.500; 

Rhode Island avenue, $25,000; 

Wisconsin avenue, $15,000; 

Yoncord street, Brookland, $2,000; 

Seventh street, Bunker Hill road, $5,000; 

Messmore street, $1,500; 

Fourteenth street, $40,600; and 

Kansas avenue, $2,000. 

On No. 79: Appropriates $10,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the Massa- 
chusetts avenue bridge. 

On No. 80: Appropriates $65,000, as proposed by the Senate, for repairs to 
the Aqueduct Bridge. 

On No. 81: Increases the limit of cost of the highway bridge across the 
Potomac River from $568,000 to $996,000, and extends the time for construction 
of the bridge from two to four years; authorizes contracts for constructing 
the bridge within the limit of cost; requires the asphalt paving between rail- 
way tracks on said bridge to be maintained by street railway companies 
using the same, and grants to all street railway confpanies chartered or that 
may hereafter be chartered by Congress the right to cross said bridge 

On No.&2, Appropriates $5,000, as proposed by the Senate, for survey of 
Anacostia River flats. 

On Nos. 83, 84, 85, 86, and 87, relating to sewers: Appropriates $52,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, instead of $50,000, as proposed by the House, for com- 

leting the East Side intercepting sewer; $20,000, with right to contract up to 
42.00), as proposed by the Senate, for constructing trunk sewer to serve the 
western part of Georgetown; appropriates $50,000, instead of $250,000, as pro 
posed by the Senate, for constructing in part the B street and New Jersey 
avenue trunk sewer, authorizes a contract for $200,000 additional work on 
said sewer, and strikes out the appropriation of $75,000 proposed by the Sen- 
ate for the Arizona avenue sewer. 

On No. 88: Appropriates $2,000, as proposed by the Senate, for fencing 
James Creek Canal. : 

On No. 89: Appropriates $90,000, as proposed by the House, instead of 
$200,000, as proposed by the Senate, for sprinkling, sweeping, and cleaning 
streets. 

On No. 90: Appropriates $1,000 as proposed by the House, instead of $5,000 
as proposed by the Senate, for cleaning snow and ice from cross-walks and 
gutters. 
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On Nos. 91 and 92: Makes the appropriation for the bathing beach availa- 
ble from May 15, 1902. 

On No. 98: Appropriates $14,000, instead of $12,000 as pro: by the House, 
$15,000 as proposed by the Senate, for general supplies of the electrical 

epartment. 

Dn No. $4 Appropriates $9,000 as proposed by the Senate, instead of $8,000 
as proposed by the House, for placlng under ground the wires of the electri- 
cal department. 

On Nos. % and 96: Strikes out the appropriation of $5,250 proposed by the 
Senate for a 4-dial 4number manual transmitter for fire-alarm office, and 
makes a verbal correction in the text of the bill. 

On Nos. 97 and 98: Appropriates $4,000 as proposed by the Senate, instead 
of $3,800 as proposed by the House, for raising roof of building occupied by 
fire alarm headquarters. 

On Nos. 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, and 107: Appropriates sence as 
proposed by the Senate, instead of $185,000 as proposed the House, for 
street eae: limits the price per lamp to soo as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $18 as pro xd by the House; requires the gas company to pay 
the expense of purchasing, erecting, and maintaining new lamp-posts, street 
designations, lanterns, and fixtures; authorizes the use of $15,000 as proposed 
by the House, instead of $20,000 as proposed by the Senate, for Welsbach 
street lights of not less than 60 candlepower, at a cost of not exceeding $25 
per lamp as proposed by the House, instead of $30 as proposed by the Senate; 
and inserts a provision authorizing the gas company during the fiscal year 
1908 to reduce froin 25 candlepower to i canthepowst illuminating gas. 

On Nos. 108, 109, and 110: Appropriates $76,000, instead of $66,656 as proposed 
by the House and $85,000 as proposed by the Senate, for electric axe lighting; 
fixes the price at $72 per annum as proposed by the House, instead of $85 as 
proposed by the Senate, for each electric are light. and inserts the provision 
proposed by the Senate authorizing the erection of poles and the stringing 
of overhead wires outside of the fire limits and east of Rock Creek for elec- 
tric-lighting purposes. 

On No. 111: Strikes out the appropriation of $18,000 proposed by the Senate 
for preliminary surveys for additional conduit from Great Falls. 

On Nos. 112 and 113: ey oy $600,000 = pees by the House, in- 
stead of $1,200,000 as proposed by the Senate, for the filtration plant. 

On No. 114: Appropriates $67,240 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$12,000 as proposed by the House. for fencing and other improvements around 
the uenghen City Reservoir and shafts of the Washington Aqueduct 
tunnel. 

On No. 115: Appropriates $2,500 as proposed by the House, instead of $20,000 
as proposed by the Senate, for Rock Creek Park. 

On Nos. 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 
132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 137, 138, 139, 140, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 
151, 152, 153, 154, 155, and 156, all relating to the public schools: Strikes out 
all of the increases in salaries proposed by the Senate on account of em- 
ployees of the school board and of school teachers, except that one head of 
department of English in Manual Training School No. 1, at $1,300, is pro- 
vided for instead of one teacher, at $1,000; appropriates for expenses of night 
schools and for kindergarten instruction, as proposed by the House, instead 
of as proposed by the Senate; strikes out the appropriation of $5,500 pro- 
posed by the Senate for medical inspectors of schools; provides for a super- 
intendent of janitors, at $1,200, as pro d by the Senate; appropriates 
$55,000, as proposed by the House, instead of $60,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for repairs of school buildings; appropriates $12,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, for repair of heating apparatus in school buildings; strikes out the 
appropriation of $5,000 propo: by the Senate for grading, filling, paving, 
draining, and inclosing school yards; appropriates $15,000, as proposed by the 
House, instead of $20,000, as poopeaes by the Senate, for tools, etc., in connec- 
tion with instruction in manual training; appropriates $2,500,as proposed by 
the Senate, for pianos for school buildings; appropriates $52,500, as proposed 
by the Senate, instead of $45,000, as proposed by the House, for text-books and 
school supplies; provides for a business high school building, as proposed by 
the Senate, to cost not exceeding $175,000, and appro riates $77,500 for site and 
plans therefor; appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, $25,000 for a new 
school building in Brookland, $7,000 for purchase of lot for Western High 
School. and $1,944 for additional playground for Giddings School: and strikes 
out the following appropriations proposed by the Senate: $15,000 for manual 
training school on School street, $26,000 for reconstructing Henry School, and 
$65,000 for a new school building in the second division. 

On Nos. 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, and_162, all relating to the Metropolitan po- 
lice: Provides for 15 additional policemen instead of 35 as proposed by the 
Senate; spewegeantes $30,000 as proposed by the Senate, instead of $25,000 as 
proposed by the House, for contingent expenses; appropriates $30,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate for a station house and stable in southeast Washington, 
and $600 for rent ofa building in said precinct. 

On Nos. 168, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 178, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 
179, and 180, all relating to the fire department: Strikes out all of the increases 
in compensation ron by the Senate; appropriates 905, 890, instead of 
$60,000, as proposed by the House, and $71,480, as ponaeees y the Senate, for 
miscellaneous objects, including repairs to engine houses, apparatus, con- 
tingent expenses, and other objects; appropriates $15,750, as proposed by the 
House, instead of $15,000, as proposed by the Senate, for purc » of new en- 
gines; strikes out the appropriation of $25,000 proposed by the Senate for a 
new engine house in the southwestern section; appropriates $22,000,as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for a new truck house in the southeastern section, and 
authorizes the diversion of an unexpended balance of an appropriation for 
completing a stable on North Carolina avenue. 

On Nos. 181, 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, and 192, all relating to 
the health department: Provides for an inspector and deputy health offi- 
cer at $1,800, instead of an inspector at $1,200; increases the compensation of 
the chemist from $1.600 to $1,800; increases the compensation of the chief 
clerk and deputy health officer from $1,800 to $2,200; provides for 2 additional 
sanitary and food inspectors at $900 each; strikes out the pro increase 
in the salaries of 1 veterinary surgeon from $1,200 to $1,500 and of 6 sanitary 
and food inspectors from $900 to $1,200, and appropriates $1,000, instead of 
$1,500, as proposed by the Senate, for traveling expenses of sanitary and food 
inspectors. 

On Nos. 193, 194, 199, and 200, transfers the salary of the deputy marshal 
from the force in the care of the court-house to the police-court paragraph. 

On Nos. 195 and 196: Appropriates for 10 justices of the peace at $2,000, as 
proposed by the House. instead of at $2,400 each, as proposed by the Senate. 

On Nos. 197 and 198: Strikes out the provision proposed by the House that 
fees should not be paid to the clerk of the supreme court by the District of 
Columbia and fixes the compensation of the clerk of the supreme court of 
the District at $4,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of at $3,500, as pro- 
posed by the House. aa 

On No. 201: Appropriates for salary of the warden of the jail $2,000, as 
proposed by the House, instead of $2,250, as proposed by the Senate. 

On Nos. 202, 208, and 204: Provides, as proposed by the Senate, for an addi- 
tional inspector at $720 and increases the amount for traveling expenses 
from $200 to $400 for the board of charities. 

On Nos. 205, 206, 207, 208, and 209: Appropriates $1,200, as ee by the 
Senate, instead of $1,000, as proposed by the House, for principal overseer at 
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the Washington Asylum and strikes out the other increases in salaries of 
—aee of that institution proposed by the Senate. . 
n Nos. 210, 211, 212, 213, 214, and 215: Strikes out the increases in compen- 
sation of employees at the Reform School for Girls proposed by the Senate 
and the appropriation of $5,000 for an additional building for that institution. 
On Nos. 216 and 217: Strikes out the appropriation of $5,000 poopesed by 
the Senate for plans for a new building for the Freedmen’s Hospital. 
On No. 218: Strikes out the appropriation of $25,000 proposed by the Senate 
for reconstructing building for t: ational Homeopathic Hospital. 
On No. 219: Appropriates $1,450 pro: d by the Senate for protecting the 
Central Dispensary and Emergency Hospital from fire. 
On Nos. 220, 221, and 222: Appropriates $12,000 for the Hart Reform School, 


as -_ by the Senate. 
nm No. 223: Appropriates $3,000, as yocuened by the Senate, for completing 
a building for the Industrial Home School. 

On No. 224: Appropriates for tho National Association for the Relief of 
Destitute Colored Women and Children without requiring a contract to be 
made with the Board of Children’s Guardians. 

On Nos. 225 and 226: Inserts the provision proposed by the Senate with 
reference to the service of Government employees in the National Guard of 
the District of Columbia. 

On No. 227: Strikes out the apavariniien proposed by the Senate requir- 
ing a reduction of 10 per cent of appropriations made by the bill under cer- 
tain conditions. 

On Nos. 228 and 229: Strikes out the increase in the salary of the clerk in 


the water department from $1,400 to $1,600, pro by the Senate. 
On No. 230: Restores section 2 of the House bill, and inserts as section 3 a 


provision authorizing advances out of the General Treasury to meet any 
Neficiency in the revenues of the District of Columbiaduring the fiscal year 
1B. 


1% 

On Nos. 231, 232, and 233: Inserts sections 4, Sand 6 of the bill, as proposed 
by the Senate, with reference to the taxation of real estate and providing for 
taxation of personal property; both of which sections are quoted literally in 
the asoomeese ns conference report, which is printed in RECORD. 

On No. : Makes necessary change in the numbering of a section. 

The bill as finally agreed upon appropriates $8,547 ,526.97, being $650,316 more 
than as it passed the House, $1,346, less than as it Pasco the Senate, 
$45,257.08 more than the law for the current fiscal year, and $2,219,971 less than 
the estimates of the Commissioners. 

J. T. McCLEARY, 

J. G. CANNON, 

M. E. BENTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW INDIANS, 


Mr. CURTIS submitted the following conference re 
the accompanying statement of the House conferees, to 


rt, with 
printed 


| in the Recorp and lie over, under the rule: 





| 
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The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 13172) to ratify and confirm 
an agreement with the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 16. 

That the House recede from its disa ment to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 8, 4,5, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 19, 20, and 21; and agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 6: That the Foase recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Restore the matter pro to be stricken out by 
said amendment and add at the end thereof the following: 

“Such citizenship court shall also have like appellate jurisdiction and au- 
thority over judgments rendered by such courts under the said act denying 
claims to citizenship or to enrollment as citizens in either of said nations. 
Such appeals shall be taken within the time hereinbefore specified and shall be 
taken, conducted, and disposed of in the same manner as appeals by the said 
nations, save that notice of appeals by citizenship claimants shall be served 
upon the chief executive officer of both nations: Provided, That paragraphs 
31, 32, and 33 hereof shall go into effect immediately after the passage of this 
act by Congress.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 7: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro to be stricken out by 
said amendment insert the following: “‘and such intermarried white persons 
as may have married recognized citizens of the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
nations in accordance with the tribal laws, customs, and usages on or before 
the date of the passage of this act by Congress; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: At the end of said amendment add the following: 
* all of said Mississippi Choctaws so enrolled by said Commission shall be 
upon a separate roll;” and the Senate agree to the same. ; 

Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter intended to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: “in good faith continuously resided;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter intended to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: ‘continuous, bona fide;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: ‘* Provided, That occupants or purchasers 
of lots in town sites in said Choctaw and Chickasaw nations upon which 10 
improvements have been made prior to the passage of this act by Congress 
shall pay the full appraised value of said lots instead of the percentage 
named in the Atoka agreement;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Restore the matter intended to be stricken out by 
saidamendmentand add at theend thereof the following: “‘Provided, however 
That nothing contained in this section shall be construed or held to comm:t 
the Government of the United States to any expenditure of money upon = id 
lands or the improvements thereof, except as provided herein, it being the 
intention of this provision that in the future the lands and improvements 
herein mentioned shall be conveyed by the United States to such Territorial 
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or State organization as may exist at the time when such conveyance is 
made;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Omit the word ‘‘ Src.” before each paragraph 
number wherever it occurs and number the paragraphs consecutively; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

CHARLES CURTIS, 


JOHN F. LACEY. 
JOHN 8. LITTLE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


WM. M. STEWART, 
O. H. PLATT, 
JAMES K. JONES, 
: Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement is as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference of the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 13172) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and for other purposes, submit the following 
statement in explanation of the fact of the action agreed upon and recom- 
mended in the accompanying conference report: 

The House managers recede from the disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 19, 20, and 21, and agree to the 
same. 

Amendments 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 10, 11, 12, 20, and 21 are simply changes of 
phraseology. 

Amendment No. 9 changes the word “‘ person,” so as to make the provision 
apply to the Mississippi Choctaw Indians, whether of full or of mixed blood, 
and thus makes the lee more definite and certain. 

Amendment No. 19 extends the time for the calling of a specialelection to 


ratify the ement on the part of the Choctaws and Chickasaws from ninety 
days to one hundred and twenty days. The Senate recedes fromamendment 
No. 16. 


From amendments Nos. 14 and 15 the House recedes, with an amendment, 
thus restoring the House provisionsand changing the wording of the sections, 
soas to require that the Mississippi Choctaws shall in good faith have resided 
upon the lands in the Choctaw Nation for a period of three years in order to 
establish their rights in said nation. 

The House recedes from amendment No. 13, which is an amendment strik- 
ing out the House provision making an appropriation of $15,000 to remove 
the Mississippi Choctaws from Mississippi to the Indian Territory. 

The House recedes from amendment No. 6, with an amendment which 
gives those persons whose applications have been rejected by the court the 
same right to appeal that is given the nation in cases decided against them. 

The House recedes from its amendment No. 17, with anamendment which 
simply requires those persons who may hereafter make improvements upon 
town lands in the Indian Territory to pay the full appraised value, and the 
section thus amended permits persons who have heretofore made improve- 
ments upon town lots under the Atoka agreement pay simply the price pro- 
vided for in said ement. Thisamendment fully protects the interests of 
those people who have gone to the Indian Territory and expended their 
money in good faith in building up towns. 

The House recedes from its disagreement to amendment No. 18, with an 
amendment which declares the purpose of Congress in regard to the Sul- 
phos 8 4 referred to in said section, which is not to permanently hold 
the saic nd, 

The House recedes from its disagreement to amendment No. 7, with an 
amendment which limits the time for the admission of intermarried whites 
to the rolls of the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes to date with the passage of 


this act by Congress. 
CHARLES CURTIS. 
JOHN F. LACEY. 
JOHN 8. LITTLE. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. FOSS submitted the following conference report, with the 
accompanying statement of the House conferees, to be printed in 
the RecorD and lie over, under the rule: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14046) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for 
other purpesss, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 7, 13, 46, 47, 52, 
56, 57, 58, 64, 77, 92, and 93. : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 9, 25, 26, 88, and 89, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 24: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 24, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: 

_ “That the appointment of six additional civil engineers is hereby author- 
ized, three to be — during the present calendar year, and the other 
three in the calen year of 1903." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 37, 38, 39, and 40: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 37, 38, 39, and 40, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the amended 
paragraph (being lines 18, 19, 20, and 21, on page 33 of the bill) and of the 
amendments insert the following: 

* Navy-yard, Charleston, 8. C.: Stone and concrete d 
pletion), ,000: Provided, That the amount authorized in the act of June 
‘, 1400, to be expended for the purchase of a site for a naval station at or in 
the vicinity of Charleston, 8. C., from the wee riation fora new naval sta- 
tion and a dock be increased from $100,000 $106,000, and $6,000 are hereby 
appropriated; office building for the commandant, $35,000; quarters for the 
commandant, $12,000; quarters for civil engineer, $7,500; landing and wharves, 
300,000; grading and draina , $10,000; workshop (to cost $80,000) , $50,000; store- 
house and storekeeper’s office, $50,000; equipment building (to cost $125,000), 


dock (toward com- 


$52,500; machine shop for steam engineering (to cost ee), ,000; foun- 
dry and copper shop for steam engineering (to cost $118,000), $60,000; power 
house (to cost 000), $25,000; workshop for ordnance, $40,300; ship fitters’ 


ah loft and furnace shed, for construction and repair (to cost 
$210,000), $59,000; power house and fuel storage for construction and repair 
(to cost $80,000), $35,000; machine shop for construction and repair (to cost 
$120,000), $40,000; joiner shop for construction and repair (to cost $120,000), 
$3),000; foundry for construction and repair (to cost $75,000), $20,000; in all, 
havy-yard, Charleston, $913,300. 

‘In all cases where buildings and structures are provided for in this act 


shop, with mol 
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and where appropriations in full are not made for the same, authority is 
hereby given to the Secretary of the Navy,in his discretion, to enter into 
contracts for the entire construction of such buildings and structures, within 
the limit of cost as fixed in this act.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert the following: 
** $7,649,325; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 6l: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 61, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: 

‘That in addition to the number of naval constructors and assistant naval 
constructors now authorized, the appointment of six assistant naval con- 
structors is hereby authorized, two to be appointed during the present cal- 
endar year, and the remaining four in the calendar year of 1903.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 76: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment in- 
sert the following: . 

“That, until the year 1914, in addition to the naval cadets now authorized 
by law (the title having been changed by this act to midshipmen), the Presi 
dent shall appoint five midshipmen, and there shall be appointed from the 
States at large, upon the recommendation of Senators, two midshipmen for 
each State.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

On amendment numbered 91 the committee of conference have been un- 


able to agree. 
GEORGE EDMUND FOSS, 
ALSTON G. DAYTON, 
ADOLPH MEYER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


EUGENE HALE, 
GEO, C. PERKINS, 
B. R. TILLMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
CH R. 14046) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1908, ont for other Purposes, submit the following written 
statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon and recom- 
mended in the accompanying conference report on each of the amendments 
of the Senate, viz: 

On No. 1: Strikes out the increase in the amount of appropriation for pay 
of the Navy, as +. by the Senate. 

On Nos. 7 and 13: Places the provision ‘‘maintenance of colliers” under 
the Bureau of Navigation. 

On No. 9: Rosner ypriates the unexpended balances remaining in the 
Treasury June 30, 1902, from the appropriation for ‘* Ordnance and ordnance 
stores,” 1900, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for expenditure in the 
fulfillment of contracts heretofore made and properly chargeable to such 


appre. - sa : : 
On No 24 Provides that the corps of civil engineers shall be increased by 
six civil engineers, three to be appointed the present calendar year and three 
the following year. 

On Nos. % and 26: Appropriates $500 for making an examination concern- 
ing the furnishing water supply of Portsmouth Navy-Yard, and an appro- 
priation of $200,000 toward the removal of Hendersons Point, near said navy- 


ard. 
7 On Nos. 37, 38, 39, and 40: Appropriates $663,300 additional for the develop- 
ment of the navy-yard at Charleston, 8S. C., as more fully appears in confer- 
ence report above. 

On No. 43: Increases the totals in appropriations for public works by tho 
amounts agreed to in conference, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 4: Strikes out the appropriation of $100,000 for the construction of 
a building for Bureau of Equipment at Pensacola Navy-Yard, proposed by the 

Senate. 
. On No. 47: Strikes out the increase in the appropriation for public works, 
Bureau of Ordnance, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 52: Strikes out the provision for an increase in the corps of sur- 

eons. 
- On No. 56: Strikes out appropriation of $2,000 for one bookkeeper and one 
clerk at Pensacola Navy-Yard, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 57: Strikes out the increase in total appropriations for civil estab- 
lishment, Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, as yeopossd by the Senate. 

On No. 58: Strikes out provision for increase in the Pay Corps, as proposed 
by the Senate. ; 

On No. 61: Provides that the corps of naval constructors shall be increased 
by 6 naval constructors; two to be appointed the present calendar year and 
4the following year. ah 

On No. 64: Strikes out the appropriation of $200,000 for an experimental 
station and testing laboratory at apne. proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 76. Increases the corps of midshipmen by providing that until the 
ear 1914, in addition to the naval cadets now authorized by law (the title 
aving been changed by this act to midshipmen), the President shall appoint 

five midshipmen, and there shall be appointed from the States at large, upon 
the recommendation of Senators, two midshipmen for each State. , 

On No. 77: Strikes out the provision authorizing all examinations for ad- 
mission to the Naval Academy to be held at Annapolis, as provided by the 
Senate. 

On No. 88: Appropriates $1,500 for improvements at the Marine Barracks, 
navy-yard, Boston, as proposed by the Senate. re E 

On Wo. 89: Changes the amount of total appropriations for public works in 
accordance with the above. 

On No. 92: Strikes out the provision for five more Hollandsubmarine boats, 
as provided by the Senate. ; 

No. 9%: Strikes out the provision for the testing and purchasing of sub- 
marine boats other than that of the Holland type. s 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree on the following 
amendment: : 

On No. 91, as to “increase of the Navy” and the method of construction 
of new ships authorized, whether they shall be built by contract or some in 
the Government navy-yards, or the whole subject be left within the discre- 


tion of the Secretary of the Navy. 
GEORGE EDMUND FOSS, 
ALSTON G. DAYTON, 
ADOLPH MEYER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
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ELECTION CONTEST—HORTON AGAINST BUTLER. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, in thespring of 1901 I wired 
the governor of Misssouri from Republican headquarters at St. 
Louis: ‘* This city is in the hands of a ballot-box stuffing mob,”’ 
and then went on to say that he would be held responsible, etc. 
This relates to the spring election, an exact duplicate of the fall 
election of 1900. Let me say right here that the citizens of St. 
Louis, not to speak of the Republicans at all, have no more con- 
trol over their own elections than they have over the affairs of 
Afghanistan, for the reason that the governor of the State, under 
Democratic law, appoints the election board, and is thus placed 
in almost absolute control, by a cunningly devised machinery, of 
all our elections. 

Hence the governor’s responsibility, to which I have just re- 
ferred. I was prompted to send that message to the governor on 
the morning of the day of election by reports coming to headquar 
ters from half a dozen wards in the central portion of the city 
that bands of Democratic repeaters were being driven in wagon 
loads from one polling place to the other, and were voting again 
and again by means of slips furnished them by some one on the 
inside. These reports proved to be true, although at that time 
we had no idea of the extent of the crimes which were being com- 
mitted against the ballot. There were a number of hot-headed 
young fellows at Republican headquarters who in wrathful indig- 
nation demanded that fraud be met by force. We succeeded in 
pacifying them by sending the dispatch I just referted to and by 
pointing to the courts as our remedy. How bitterly we were dis- 
appointed in this is now a matter of history. 

The reply from Jefferson City was that the governor was not at 
home, and when we appealed to the courts we were told by the 
tribunal of last resort, the State supreme court, that the ballot 
boxes could not be opened, because the secrecy of the ballot must 
not be interfered with. This decision. effectually nailing up the 
ballot boxes, was handed down just in time to prevent the frauds 
and criminal secrets of the ballot boxes from being revealed. It 
gladdened the hearts, if they have any, of the perpetrators of 
these election outrages, but it filled with righteous indignation 
every honest man who loves his country and believes in the polit- 
ical rights guaranteed by its institutions. 

As an American citizen I believe there is a redress under our 
political skies for every wrong. Therefore I appear before the 
bar of public opinion, and, on behalf of an outraged constituency, 
which in this instance is a vast majority of the people of Mis- 
souri, confidently lay our case before this House and the country. 
It is our last recourse. All other means of redress being denied 
us, we propose to arouse the public conscience by laying the facts 
before the highest authority, and then this fall we shall appeal to 
that authority, the people themselves, for a verdict upon that 
issue alone. |[|Applause. } 

Mr. CLAYTON. From what publication or document has the 
gentleman been reading? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I decline to answer such a question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
one question? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I will, with pleasure. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is stated as an historical fact—I should 
like to have your statement in regard to it—that the Republican 
party in the State of Missouri gave Mr. McKinley 48 per cent of 
the popular vdte of that State at the election of 1900. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. ~ Yes, between 47 and 48 per cent. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is further reported that the present 
apportionment law adopted by a Democratic legislature is so 
arranged that the Republicans will have 1 representative out of 
16. Is that correct? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The districts are so gerrymandered that 
it is the intention of the Democrats to take 15 and graciously 
yield us 1. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is all I wanted to know. 

Mr. BOWIE. I would like the gentleman from Ohio to answer 
me a question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. 

Mr. BOWIE. Does the gentleman think that that has any- 
thing to do with this case? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. BOWIE. How? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. As raising a presumption, at least, thata 
similar policy has been followed in other matters. 

Mr. BOWIE. Then you think that because the Democrats 
may have done something they ought not to have done, you ought 
to go to work and do the same? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; the only object is to show how 
your party is influenced in other things. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that I prefer 
not to beinterrupted. Iintend to present my argument logically, 
and I believe that any question which gentlemen may feel in- 
clined to ask will be answered in the course of my remarks. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will protect the gentleman from 
interruption. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, St. Louis is a Republican city 
by a large majority. In 1896 McKinley carried it by 15,000. 
Then came the Nesbit law, and the Republican majorities went 
glimmering. They had disappeared asif by magic. The same 
as the contestee in the case now under discussion, there are many 
Democrats now holding offices in St. Louis to which they have no 
title. At two succeeding elections every Republican candidate 
was slaughtered by the infamous methods which I have just de- 
scribed. But when we instituted contests and proceeded to prove 
that the incumbents were not legally elected, a partisan supreme 
court stopped us on the way to the ballot boxes and told us in as 
many words that, no matter how much evidence of fraud they 
may contain, these boxes must not be opened because the secrecy 
of the ballot would thus be violated. 

This ended the contests, of course. We had exhausted our 
efforts to vindicate justice and the sanctity of the franchise. There 
was general indignation among the people who still cherish these 
things—treasures without which our republican form of govern- 
ment would be but an empty word—but they were scoffed at and 
derided on accountof their very impotence. There remained one 
consolation, the fact that Congress could pass upon the election 
in the Twelfth district. Hundreds of public-spirited citizens came 
immediately to the front, offering their mites for the institution 
of a contest, and even if I attempted to describe it I could give 
you but a faint idea of the sacrifices made and the sum total of 
time, energy, and money expended to unearth the frauds and 
gather the evidence in this case. 

In this connection let me ask the question: Is there another State 
in this great Union of ours where the only method by which elec- 
tion frauds may be detected is prohibited? There is none. Mis- 
souri alone enjoys that unenviable distinction. And do you not 
agree with me, Mr. Speaker, that there ought to be a change; 
that this alone should be the strongest possible inducement to the 
voters to oust theparty which is responsible for such a humiliating 
condition? And if you will bear with me, I will show you that it 
is not partisanship which dictates these sentiments. 

The demand for honest elections is certainly not a partisan de- 
mand. If it were, the party opposing it would never see daylight 
again. It would bean insult to the honest Democrats of Missouri 
to assume that they would less vigorously denounce and repudi- 
ate election frands than the honest Republicans do. There may 
be a difference in the intensity of feeling, and there may be those 
who are disinclined to accept proof of fraud and corruption against 
their own party, but if a party once stands convicted of fraud, by 
positive and incontrovertible evidence, and the knowledge of it 
becomes public property, then that party’s doom is sealed. 

The reason is that the American people are instinctively for 
fair play, and this instinct is much stronger than partisanship. 
Moreover, no true American will stand idly by while the foun- 
tainheads of popular government are being poisoned. He will 
protest and will make common cause with anybody or any party 
to protect his priceless heritage. Upon this, Mr. Speaker, are 
founded our hopes in Missouri. [Applause on the Republican 
side] 

I said ‘‘ positive and incontrovertible evidence of fraud and 
corruption.’’ This has been adduced in bulk in the Horton- 
Butler contest now under discussion. It fills three thick volumes. 

Nothing that I can say could add to the force of the indictment 
contained in the majority report of the committee. That report 
isa masterly array, in a nutshell, of all the intricacies of the 
case, and for it the honorable chairman of the committee, the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER}] is entitled to the 
highest commendation. His conscientious labors and those of his 
able coworkers on the committee are nowhere more appreciated 
I assure them, than in St. Louis and Missouri. 

If partisanship instead of a sense of exact justice had actuated 
them they would have reported in favor of seating the Republican 
contestant. We should have been glad if they had reached such 
a conclusion, but we accept their decision that no valid election 
was held in the Twelfth district, as the just verdict of an unbiased, 
fair-minded jury. I have not the time to go into details, nor shall 
I rehash the facts and arguments which have already been so ably 
and well presented by the gentlemen who preceded me. But for 
a better understanding of the case it is necessary that I call atten- 
tion to some of the more glaring features of that election, or of 
what is dignified by that name. ; 

In 1898 the total Republican and Democratic vote in the dis- 
trict was 28,299. In 1900 it was 40,655, an increase of 12,346 in 
two years, while in the adjoining district, which I have the 
honor to represent and which has a much larger population, the 
increase was but 9,000 votes. This plainly shows the padding of 
the vote, but the fraud will become still more apparent when 
you compare the relative increase in the party vote. While in 
the Butler district the Democratic increase was over 9,000, 
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namely, 9,115, as against a Republican increase of but 3,241; in 
my district the increase in the vote of the two parties was almost 
exactly the same—about 4,500. And the same is true in the other 
adjoining district, the one so ably represented by my colleague, 
Mr. Joy. There, too, the corresponding increase in the Repub- 
lican and Democratic vote is about even, namely, 7,700 in one 
case and 7,300 in the other. Why this discrepancy? 


I was elected by 6,500 plurality in 1898 and by 6,400 in 1900. 
These are the two adjoining districts. But in the Butler district 
the Republican plurality of 2,300 was completely wiped out and 
a Democratic plurality of 3,553 returned, a difference of nearly 
6,000 votes! It is claimed that there were certain causes militat- 
ing against the Republican ticket; but if this were true, surely 
the same causes would have operated in all districts alike, be- 
cause all three are in the city of St. Louis. 

This, however, is not the case, as I have already shown. To 
explain the abnormal Democratic increase in the Twelfth district 
the claim is set up in the minority report that many Republicans 
voted forthe Democratic candidate because they did not like 
theirown. The figures do not bear out this assertion. In 1898 
Major Pearce, an exceptionally popular candidate, received 15,310 
votes in this district, while in 1900 Mr. Horton received 18,551, a 
healthy and natural increase due to the Presidential election. 
The fact is that whatever losses contestant may have suffered on 
personal grounds were more than made up by gains caused by 
Democratic objections to contestee. Thus the abnormal increase 
in the Democratic vote remains unexplained except on the theory 
that gigantic frauds were perpetrated. 

Circumstantial evidence, you say? Yes; but hundreds of citi- 
zens have seen these frauds perpetrated with their own eyes. 
They have seen the repeaters as they were driven in wagonloads 
from polling place to polling place; they have seen them enter; 
they have seen the doors closed behind them, and they have seen 
them emerge after their nefarious work was done. In many 
places they saw how the Republican challengers and judges and 
clerks were ejected, and they saw how all this was done under 
the very eyes, with the connivance of and in some cases under 
the protection of the police. 

This is not circumstantial evidence, but what I have just re- 
cited are stubborn facts which the minority of the committee by 
no amount of sophistry can explain away. There were about 
seventy-five to a hundred of those repeaters or “ Indians,” as 
they are called in slander of our aborigines. On election day 
they were divided in smaller bands,-and, each under the leader- 
ship of a chief, sent out to do the work for which they had been 
hired. The preparations for these election crimes had been so 
openly and boldly carried on that weeks in advance the Repub- 
lican leaders were fully advised of the plans of the Democratic 
bosses. 

We knew that the registration lists had been padded with thou- 
sunds of fraudulent names, and that each one of those names was 
to be voted. They were registered in large numbers from stables, 
saloons, coal yards, bawdy houses, and vacant lots. From the 
stables of the Excelsior Hauling Company—an enterprise con- 


trolled by Edward Butler, contestee’s father—97 men were regis- | 


tered, though it is a notorious fact that not more than two or 
three men usually live there. To what extent fraudulent regis- 
tration has been carried on was shown later when 19,000 names 
were dropped from the voters’ lists. 

We were advised, I repeat it, of every detail of the scheme to 
steal the election, but under the circumstances the Republicans 
were well-nigh helpless. The election machinery and the police 
organization were completely under the domination of the Demo- 
cratic party. Should the Republicans resort to force to prevent 
the perpetration of the frauds? Fortunately, calmer councils pre- 
vailed, and as the only alternative left this plan was finally agreed 
upon: That registered letters be addressed to those suspected of 
false registration, and warrants be issued against all the persons 
who could not thus be found. 

These warrants were to be placed in the hands of deputy sheriffs 
to be specially appointed for that purpose. It was an honest and 
perfectly legal plan to prevent crime. Of course but a small per- 
centage of the 1,500 registered letters which were sent out could 
be delivered, but when the deputy sheriffs on the morning of the 
election presented themselves at the polls with their warrants, 
they were told by the police to move on. A State law, which pro- 


vides that no electioneering shall be permitted within 100 feet of | 
the polls, was enforced by the police even against the officers of | 


the law, in which capacity the deputy sheriffs undoubtedly acted. 

Under these circumstances no arrests could be made, because a 
fraudulent voter could be identified only when inside of the poll 
he would announce his alleged name. Had the presence of a 


deputy sheriff been permitted, he would have immediately arrested 
his man, and probably the whole conspiracy would have been 
nipped in the bud. 


It was.for this reason that, as a result of a 
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| lic conscience of St. Louis was dead or paralyzed. 
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dark-lantern conference at the Southern Hotel, orders were issued 
to the police to keep the deputy sheriffs away from the polls. 
These orders were carried out to the letter at each polling place. 
Thus the last obstacle to the boldly arranged orgies of fraud was 
swept away and a new chapter was added to the election history 





| of fair St. Louis which brings the blush of shame and indignation 
Mr. JOY | 
was elected by 2,600 plurality in 1898 and by 2,700 in 1900. | 


to the cheek of every good citizen, irrespective of party affiliation. 

Do not imagine, as evidently the conspirators did, that the pub- 
On the con- 
trary, never in my life did I see it more thoroughly aroused. 
Every avenue of lawful redress being closed, there was wild talk 
of violence in every precinct of the district and city. 

‘Yes, there's a limit to the despot’s power! 
When the oppressed looks round in vain for justice, 
When his sore burden may no more be borne, 
With fearless heart he makes appeal to Heaven, 
And thence brings down his everlasting rights, 
Which there abide, inalienably his, 
And indestructible as are the stars,”’ etc. 

In these words of the poet can best be described what was upper- 
most in the minds of the people. Riots and bloodshed were for- 
tunately averted, as I said before, but for this the Democratic 
bosses can claim no part of the credit. In view of the wrongs 
and outrages committed against the Republicans at that election, 
how absurd and ridiculous is the assertion made in the minority 
report that the Democratic leaders had met at the Southern 
Hotel ‘“‘ to discuss and consider’’—I follow the language of the 
report—-‘ what rights the Democratic party had left in St. Louis, 
if any.”’ 

It reminds me of the wolf in the fable who accuses the lamb 
of muddying the water, though the wolf was standing upstream 
and the lamb way down. It isadding insult toinjury. It is like 
accusing aman of assault and battery who lies flat on his back, tied 
hand and foot. The rights and privileges which the Republicans 
of St. Louis enjoyed in the management of campaigns, insignifi- 
cant as they always had been, were taken away from them by 
the Nesbit law, an instrument specially designed for that purpose. 

Let me tell you something about that law. It is asneat apiece 
of partisan legislation ashas ever been brought to the notice of 
this House or the country. It applies to St. Louis alone. The 
reason for this is that the great metropolis of the Mississippi Val- 
ley, abreast with the best sentiment of the country, had dared to 


‘give McKinley 15,000 majority, while most of the rural districts 


of Missouri had rolled up their old-time Democratic majorities. 
This was bitter, so the bosses went to the legislature and asked 
that St. Louis be made Democratic by law. 

Troubled by their consciences and afraid of public opinion, 
some of the Democratic members balked, but they were finally 
whipped intoline. The Nesbit law was passed, and it was a great 
moment, because from the birth of Nesbitism dates the decadence 
of the Missouri Democracy. It was giving notice to all the people 
of the State that Democratic majorities are no longer the natural 
expressions of public opinion, but must henceforth be manufac- 
tured by artificial devices. You see? But what are the provisions 
of the law? 

Well, the governor appoints three election commissioners, not 
four, as in some Republican States, so that two might be appointed 
for each party; oh, no; only three—two Democrats and one Re- 
publican, and the Republican, too, is one of his own choosing. 
No matter how good a man the representative of the minority 
party may be, you know that a pair always beats ace high. That 
is the secret of the law. The rest is easy. The commissioners 
have complete charge of the registration, locate the polling places, 
and appoint the judges and clerks of election. 

It is true that the Republican judges and clerks shall be recom- 
mended by the city central committee of that party, the same as 
the Democratic election officials, but there is no provision to pre- 
vent the commissioners from arbitrarily substituting other names 
for those recommended by the party committees. Wholesale 
substitutions of this kind were made in the Twelfth district. 
According to the law these substitutes should have been Repub- 
licans, but what party they really belonged to was shown when 
the ballots were examined. Fifty-four of these alleged Republic- 


| ans voted the Democratic ticket outright, three scratched Horton, 


and three voted for the third party candidate. 
Here we have the reason, too, why the election law of 1895, the 


| passage of which had been forced through the legislature by pub- 


lic opinion and a Republican lower house, was supplanted by the 
partisan measure I am just discussing. It is because under the 
old law Republican judges and clerks were sure to be appointed, 
Why, this gave the Republicans an equal chance at the polls, 
therefore would never do! Under these circumstances do you 
blame the Republicans of St. Louis for looking to Congress for 
relief, for urging you first, that the fraudulent results of such 
election methods be not recognized, and second, that the United 
States Government throw such safeguards around Congressional 
elections as to render a repetition of such outrages impossible? 















them here: 


virtue of unfair and partisan laws passed by the Democratic legislature and 
signed by a Democratic governor, in the three great commercial centers, 
namely, in St. Louis, Kansas City, and St. Joseph, the whole matter of regis- 
tration of all voters and the conduct of all elections for local as well as State 
officers is in the exclusive power of boards selected by the governor, without 
the consent of the local authorities or their people, and without such safe- 
guards as will insure a fair expression of the voters’ will. . 

The partisan and infamous administration of the Nesbit law for St. Louis 
in two elections has operated so successfully as to return the election of can- 
didates who received a minority of the votes cast, and their title to office 
was validated by a decision of a supreme court to the effect that the consti- 
tutional provisions auth« se election contests was no longer applicable to 
protect the honesty of the ballot in that umes 

We declare that in violation of these principles of self-government and in 
contravention of the letter and spirit of the constitution, in order to keep jn 

»ower politicians without sanction of a majority of the voters, numerous 

aws from time to time have been enacted by the Democratic legislature and 
sustained by decisions of the supreme court which vests in the governor the 
sole authority to appoint various boards and officers with unlimited power 
over the local affairs and municipal revenues of the cities of St. Louis, Kan- 
sas City, and St. Joseph, without the voice or consent of the local authorities 
or their people. 

We declare that all cities and towns in the State should be self-governed, 
with full authority to select and control their local boards and officers, levy 
and collect all taxes and charges for local 
they please and be alone responsible for the 


not be nullified and construed away by our supreme court. 

The platform adopted by the Congressional convention which 
recently honored me with a renomination contains the following 
plank, to wit: 


We denounce the Democratic party of this State for the passage of iniqui 
slice laws, enacted to prevent a fair expression of the will 
we invite all good citizens, irrespective of party, to join 
with us for the purpose of correcting this crying evil and of reestablishing 
a republican form of government in Missouri, such as will guarantee an 
The efforts of our Representatives in Con- 


tous election and 
of the people, an 


honest election and a fair count. — 
gress in behalf of a Federal election law have our hearty approval. 


‘And we invite all good citizens, irrespective of party, to join 
with us for the purpose of reestablishing a republican form of 


government in Missouri.’’ Thismeans that what the Constitution 
of the United States guarantees to every State does not now exist 

* in Missouri. A rather broad assertion, is it not? And yet it is 
literally true! 
place and finds that his name has already been voted enjoy a re- 
publican form of government? 

Or does the community enjoy it in which one party, by means 
of a partisan State law, turns a minority into a majority? Or 
where repeaters are employed to stifle the popular will? I ask the 
constitutional lawyers on the other side of the House. They will 
also be interested to learn of a decision of our State supreme court 
to the effect that a repeater shall go scot free if he votes a ficti- 
tious name fraudulently placed on the registration lists. How 
will you reconcile such a decision with public morals and consti- 
tutional guaranties? Is there a spot in the wide world where the 
judiciary has stooped so low in order to gain a partisan advantage 
or to save a follower of its party from the penitentiary? 

The minority say in their report that the House of Representa- 
tives has no right to annul or set aside the laws of a sovereign 
State, and this, by the way, is the only defense they wisely attempt 
of the Nesbit law and its fraudulent results, if it isa defense at 
all. That assertion is trne, of course. They might have gone 
further and denied the right of Congress to question a decision 
of the Missouri State supreme court. Certainly. there is no 
such power vested in this body, and no one claims there is. The 
majority of the committee do not base their findings upon the 
State law, but upon the facts. 

They do not propose to annul the election because of a partisan 
law which makes fraud possible, but because of the frauds which 
were actually committed under it. Incidentally, though prop- 
erly, they call attention to that iniquitous law and to the Demo- 
cratic methods of its enforcement. We may have no right here 
to change State laws and decisions, destructive though they are 
of the people’s rights and liberties, but we have the right to cry 

-out against the wrongs inflicted upon us, and in asking redress, 
incidentally tell the country how. Democratic victories in Missouri 
are to be accounted for. 
counted at home, but they can not gag us here. [Applause.]} 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio (before the remarks of Mr. BARTHOLDT 
were concluded). Will the gentleman yield for a motion to ad- 
journ? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes, sir; as the hour is late, I prefer to 
conclude in the morning. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri reserves the 
balance of his time. 


MONUMENT TO PRISON-SHIP MARTYRS. 
The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TaYLER] 


will withhold the motion to adjourn for a moment—— 
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Permit me to quote the expressions of the recent State conven- 
tion of the Republicans of Missouri on this question. I insert 


The fundamental doctrines of an honest ballot and a fair count compel 
the earnest attention and demand the unselfish support of every elector of 
the State, irrespective of former political affiliations, because at present, by 


argees and distribute them as 
ocal administration, unham- 
pered and unrestrained by the legislation of the State, and to this end we 
pledge our support to such necessary amendments to the constitution as can 


Does the man, I ask you, who comes to the polling | 


They may not permit our votes to be | 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. _ I will do so. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House Senate 
amendments to House joint resolution No. 6. 

The amendments to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) in rela- 
tion to a monument to prison-ship martyrs at Fort Greene, Brook- 
lyn, N. Y., were read, and, on motion of Mr. McCLELuan, con- 
curred in. 

On motion of Mr. McCLELLAN, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendments were concurred in was laid on the 
table. 











ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and 
joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

H. R. 3519. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Marble; 

H. J. Res. 103. Joint resolution. relative to the disposition of 
patent specification and drawing in the western district of Penn- 
sylvania; 

H. R. 11019. An act directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
bestow medals upon First Lieut. David H. Jarvis, Second Lieut. 
Ellsworth P. Bertholf, and Samuel J. Call, surgeon, all of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service; 

H. R. 12097. An act to amend the internal-revenue laws in re- 
gard to storekeepers and gaugers; 

H. R. 9308. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
P. Johnson; 

H. R. 10964. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
M. Beebe; 

H. R. 2978. An act for the relief of Joseph H. Penny, John W. 
Penny, Thomas Penny, and Harvey Penny, surviving partners 
of Penny & Sons; 

H. R. 8327. An act to amend an act entitled “‘An act for the 
protection of the lives of miners in the Territories;’’ 

H. R. 6005. An act granting a pension to James A. Chalfant: 

H. R. 14247. An act to authorize the Charleston, Suburban 
and Summerville Railway Company to construct and maintain 
two bridges across Ashley River, in the State of South Carolina: 

H. R. 12056. An act granting an increase of pension to Warren 
C. Plummer; 

H. R. 10856. An act granting a pension to Jacob Findley; 

H. R. 9187. An act granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
A. Hammond; 

: — R. 13598. An act granting a pension to John J. Souther- 
and; 

H. R. 13123. An act making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, 
and for other purposes; 

H. R. 14182. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
| B. Lynch; 

H. R. 12804. An act making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908; 

H. R. 2641. An act for the relief of Albion M. Christie; 

H. R. 6570. An act to amend the act of May 12, 1900, authoriz- 
ing the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to redeem or make 
allowance for internal-revenue stamps; and 

H. R. 3110. An act to provide for the construction of a canal 
connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 
| The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills and 
| joint resolutions of the following titles: 

S. R. 111. Joint resolution limiting the gratuitous distribution 
of the Woodsman’s Handbook to the Senate, the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and the Department of Agriculture; 

S. R. 103. Joint resolution providing for the binding and dis- 
tribution of —— documents held in the custody of the Super- 
intendent of Documents, unbound, upon orders of Senators, 
Representatives, Delegates, and officers of Congress, when such 
documents are not called for within two years after printing: 

S. 4450. An act confirming in the State of South Dakota title 
to section of land heretofore granted to said State; 

8. 5434. An act to authorize the city of Little Falls, Minn., to 


| construct a wagon and foot bridge across the Mississippi River 









































| within the limits of said city; and 
S. 4776. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
| the Emory River, in the State of Tennessee, by the Tennessee 
Central Railway or its successors. 
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 


| Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
rted that they had presented this day to the President of the 
Jnited States for his approval bills of the following titles: 
H. R. 1456. An act granting a pension to William G. Miller; 
H. R. 14208. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexan- 
der Murdock; 
H. R. 14206. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Moore; 
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H. R. 14042. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Edgington; 

H. R. 14656, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Scott; 

H. R. 4170. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry P. 
Macloon; 

H. R. 8769. An act for the relief of S. J. Bayard Schindel; 

H. R. 8108. An act for the relief of John Hornick; 

H. R. 6031. An act authorizing the payment of part of the 
pension of Ira Steward to Adell Augusta Steward; 

H. R. 6009. An act granting a pension to Absolum Maynard; 

H. R. 621. An act for the relief of Daniel Cherry; 

H. R. 14802. An act for the purchase of real estate for revenue 
and customs purposes at Wilmington, N. C.; 

H. R. 2066. An act to change the terms of the district court for 
the eastern district of Pennsylvania; 


H. R. 8840. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. | 


Lauchly; 


H. R. 2063. An act amending an act creating the middle district | 


of Pennsylvania; 

H. R, 10178. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Thomas; 

H. R. 6871 
Scramlin; 

H. R. 3323 

H. R. 5315 
Wells; 

H. R. 3500 
Phillips; 

H. R. 10933. An act to provide for the erection at Fredericks- 
burg, Va., of the monument to the memory of Gen. Hugh Mer- 
cer, Which was ordered by Congress on the 8th day of April, 1777, 
should be erected; 

H. R. 12507. An act granting an increase of pension to Ebe- 
nezer W. Oakley; 

H. R, 12299. An act granting a pension to William C. Roberts; 

H. R. 12648. An act to establish aregular term of United States 
district court in Roanoke City, Va., and for other purposes; 

H. R. 12284. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Shaw; 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Harman 


. An act granting a pension to Daniel L. Mallicoat; 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Orrin J. 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate O. 


H. R. 14691. An act to authorize the construction of a pontoon | 


bridge across the Missouri River, in the county of Cass, in the 
State of Nebraska, and in the county of Mills, in the State of 
Iowa; 

H. R. 14111. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Tennessee River, in the State of Tennessee, by the Har- 
riman Southern Railroad Company; 

H. R. 14221. An act granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
J. McArthur; 

H. R. 12800. An act granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
N. Whitbeck; 

H. R. 4556. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to supple- 
ment existing laws relating to the disposition of lands,’’ etc., ap- 
proved March 38, 1901; 

H. R. 13650. An act to correct the military record of James M. 
Olmstead; 


H. R. 10279. An act to pay the claim of Stephen B. Halsey; 


H. R. 12205. An act to provide for circuit and district courts of | 


the United States at Valdosta, Ga.; and 
U. R. 13676. An act making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, 
and for other purposes. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, bills and joint resolutions of the 
Senate of the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table 
and referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. R. 124. Joint resolution to provide for the printing of the 
memorial address on the life and character of William McKinley, 
late President of the United States, by the Hon. John Hay, before 
the two Houses of Congress—to the Committee on Printing. 

S. R. 127. Joint resolution authorizing the loan of plans and 
drawings of park improvements of the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

5. R. 128. Joint resolution for the relief of Naval Cadet Wil- 
liam Victor Tomb, United States Navy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Stevens of Minnesota, for five days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

_ To Mr. Tuomas of North Carolina, for five days, on account of 
important. business. 
MILITIA. 


_Mr. DICK. Iask unanimous consent that immediately after 
the pending election case is disposed of, the bill (H. R. 11654) to 
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| promote the efficiency of the Army, be taken up in the House and 
be a continuing order until disposed of, not to interfere with con- 
| ference reports or motions to suspend the rules. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ido not understand that 
| this request is made with the concurrence of the minority of the 
| committee, and for the present I shall have to object. 

Mr. DICK. I will say tothe gentleman that the proposition 
has the unanimous concurrence of the minority members of the 
committee. The report is unanimously signed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I suggest to the gentleman 
to withhold this matter until to-morrow morning. We can not 
get through the election case until 2 or 3 o’clock to-morrow, 
and there will be ample time meanwhile to confer with the minor- 
ity of the committee. If they assent, I shall make no objection. 

Mr. DICK. Very well. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I renew the motion to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 15 
| minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 












EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred, as 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Philip M. Buckey, administrator of estate of Philip J. Buckey 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
| lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
| to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
| as follows: 
| Mr. DAVIS of Florida, from the Committee on Interstate and 
| Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 6119) to authorize the Pensacola, Alabama and Tennessee 
Railway Company to erect, maintain, and operate a railway 
| bridge across the Alabama River,in Wilcox County, in the State 
| of Alabama, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2705); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 
| Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
| 15270) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the Aransas 
Harbor Terminal Railway Company to construct a bridge across 
the Corpus Christi Channel, known as the Morris and Cummings 
ship channel, in Aransas County, Tex.,’’ reported the same with- 
| out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2706); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 6070) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mis- 
souri River, at a point to be selected, within 5 miles north of the 
Kaw River,.in Wyandotte County, State of Kansas, and Clay 
County, State of Missouri, and to make the same a post route, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2707); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 215) regulating the 
duties and fixing the compensation of the customs inspectors at 
the port of New York, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2708); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported the bill of the House (H. R. 15289) to regulate 
the sale of viruses, serums, toxins, and analogous products in 
the District of Columbia, to regulate interstate traffic in said 
articles, and for other purposes, as a substitute in lieu of H. R. 
13392, accompanied by areport (No. 2713); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. TAWNEY, from the Gommittee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15006) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statute in relation to the 
immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved June 10, 1888, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2714); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. DICK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
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was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4426) to authorize the Sec- | United States to appear and practice in all the district and circuit 
retary of War to loan arms to the institutions having companies | courts of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
of the Boys’ Brigade connected therewith, reported the same | 
| H. J. Res. 198—to the Committee on Rules. 


without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2715); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14379) for the erection of a memorial build- 
ing or monument at Fort Recovery, Ohio, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2718); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WATSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3791) to provide suitable 


medals for the officers and crew of the United States vessel of | 


war Kearsarge, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 


ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey, from the Committee on Labor, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15157) to 
authorize the appointment of boards of investigation and arbitra- 
tion, and to define their powers and duties, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2722); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. DICK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8132) to remove the 
record of dishonorable dismissal from the military record of John 
Finn. alias Flynn, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2709); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 661) authorizing the restoration of the name 


| 
j 





Also, a resolution (H. Res. 320) relating to the consideration of 


By Mr. GIBSON: A resolution (H. Res. 321) referring House 
bills Nos, 2744, 2747, 3801, 3918, 3920, 4780, 4781, 6973, 7260, 7262, 
7550, and 8222 to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred, ag 
follows: 

By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: A bill (H. R. 15290) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John T. Collins—to the Committee on Inva- 


nied by a report (No. 2721); which said bill and report were re- | lid Pensions. 


By Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 15291) granting 
a pension to Patrick W. O’ Donnell—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A bill (H. R. 15292) granting a pension 
to Harry Hirschensohn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 15293) for the 
relief of Joseph Flewhart—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 15295) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John Ford Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 15296) to remove the charge 
of desertion and correct the military record of Isaac B. Goforth— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 15297) to correct the 
military record of William Vickory—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15298) for the relief of C. A. Berry—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 15299) granting an 
increase of pension to Henrietta V. West—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 15300) granting a pension 
to Delania Preston, widow of William G. Preston—to the Com- 


| mittee on Pensions. 


By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 15301) for 


' the relief of W. P. Lane, administrator of W. K. Lane—to the 


of Thomas H. Carpenter, late captain, Seventeenth United States | 
Infantry, to the rolls of the Army, and providing that he be | 
| tee on Military Affairs. 


placed on the list of retired officers, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2716); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 917) for the relief of | . oo laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as ~~ 


Henry Cook, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2717); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4083) for the relief of Surg. 
John F. Bransford, United States Navy, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2719); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3317) authorizing the President to appoint 
Lieut. Robert Platt, United States Navy, to the rank of com- 
mander, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2720); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 


By Mr. PEARRE (by request): A bill (H. R. 15286) to revise, | 


equalize, fix, and adjust special assessments levied for street ex- 
tension benefits in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 15287) to amend 
an act relating to the removal of timber and stone from the In- 
dian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 15288) relating to proofs in home- 
stead and other claims to public lands and punishing false swear- 
ing therein, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. , 

By Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia: A bill (H. R. 15289) to regulate the sale of viruses, 
serums, toxins, and analogous products in the District of Colum- 
bia, to regulate interstate traffic in said articles. and for other 
purposes, as a substitute for H. R. 13392—to the House Calendar. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A bill (H. R. 15294) authorizing attor 
neys and counselors duly admitted to the Supreme Court of the 








Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 15302) to remove 
the charge of desertion against Charles H. Vogt—to the Commit- 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 


By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the Israelite Alliance of Amer- 
ica in relation to the attitude of the Russian Government toward 
American citizens attempting to enter its territory—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BALL of Delaware: Papers to accompany House bill 


| No. 11531, for the relief of Georgiana McNott—to the Committee 


on Military Affairs. 
Also, paper to accompany House bill 7967, granting a pension 


| to Robert Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, papers to accompany House bill 10982, granting an in- 
crease of pension to John T. Lungren—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 9978, granting a pension 
to Columbus Robey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: Papers to accompany House bill granting an 
increase of pension to Henry Tryon—to the Committee on Inva- 


| lid Pensions. 


By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of the Israelite Alliance 
of America relating to the discrimination against the Jews by 
the Russian Government—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, protest of American Committee on Human Rights and 


| Justice, of Philadelphia, Pa., against alleged injustice to Catho- 


lics in the Philippines—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. __ 

By Mr. DICK: Petition of Mrs. E. 8. Sherer and 728 other citi- 
zens of Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio, and vicinity, for an amendment to 
the Constitution preventing polygamous marriages—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Order of Railway Telezraphers, Ashtabula 
Division, No. 36; Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, Lake Shore 
Lodge, No. 84, and Team Drivers’ Union, all of Ashtabula, Ohio; 
Journeymen Stonecutters’ Union and Retail Clerks’ Union, both 
of Akron, Ohio, favoring the restriction of immigration of cheap 
labor from the south and east of Europe—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of East Plymouth Grange, No. 1548, Patrons of 
Husbandry, East Plymouth. Ohio, opposing the branch banking 
bill—to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
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Also, petition of Journeymen Stonecutters’ Union, No. 4, of 
Akron, Ohio, urging the use of the Cleveland sandstone in the 
Federal building to be erected in Cleveland, Ohio—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of Taplin, Rice & Co., Akron, Ohio, urging the 
policy of protection to American industries in reciprocity conces- 
sions—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. W. Watrous and 5 others of Ashtabula, 
Ohio, favoring House bill 5286, providing for the classification of 
the salaries of post-office clerks—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the First National Bank of Warren, Ohio, for 
the repeal of the internal-revenue tax on bank capital and sur- 
plus—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of saloon and hotel keepers of Conneaut, Ohio, in 
favor of House bills 178 and 179, for the repeal of the tax on dis- 
tilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of James E. Shallenberger, of Piqua, Ohio, in re- 
lation to House bill to retire officers in the Regular Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Eadie Post, No. 37, of Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio, 
Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the construction of war 
ships in the United States navy-yards—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Hod Carriers’ Union No. 8773, of Akron, 
Ohio, in regard to employees in navy-yards—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the same union for the exclusion of Chinese 
laborers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolutions of a meeting of citizens of New 
York, in relation to the attitude of the Russian Government to- 
ward American citizens entering its territory—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the Israelite Alliance of America, 
relating to the discrimination against the Jews by the Russian 
Government—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FOERDERER: Resolution of Israelite Alliance of 
America, of New York City, approving the action taken by the 
House of Representatives as to the attitude of the Russian Gov- 
ernment toward American citizens of Jewish birth attempting to 
enter its territory—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, protest of American Committee on Human Rights and 
Justice, of Philadelphia, Pa., against alleged injustice to Catho- 
lics in the Philippines—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Protest of the Wine, Liquor, and Beer 
Dealers’ Association of the State of New York, against the pas- 
sage of House bill 14019, increasing the liquor license in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, resolutions of West End Woman’s Republican Associa- 
tion; United Garment Workers of America, and Electrical Work- 
ers’ Union No. 3, of New York, in favor of the proposed increase 
of pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolution of the Israelite Alliance of 
America in relation to the attitude of the Russian Government 
toward American citizens attempting to enter its territory—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of retail druggists of Peoria, I1l., in 
favor of Hotise bill 178, for the reduction of the tax on alcohol— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of Engineers and Firemen’s Union 
of Jersey City, N. J., for increase of pay of letter carriers—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: Papers to accompany House bill 
granting an increase of pension to Henrietta V. West—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of Israelite Alliance of America 

asking relief from Russian hostile action against the Jews—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
_ By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of the Israelite Alliance of Amer- 
ica in relation to the attitude of the Russian Government toward 
American citizens attempting to enter its territory—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. MERCER: Papers to accompany House bill No. 15261 
granting an increase of pension to Louis Lowry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: Paper to accompany House bill 
to correct the military record of Charles H. Vogt—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Louisiana Bar Association in opposition 
to the adoption of Senate bill 5383, requiring the United States 
circuit court of appeals for the fifth circuit to hold a session in 
Atlanta—to,the Committee on the Judiciary. 

_, By Mr. MOON: Petition of retail druggists of Chattanooga, 
Tenn.,in favor of House bill 178, for the reduction of the tax on 
alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of citizens of Montgomery County, 








Md., in favor of House bills 178 and 179, for the repeal of the 
tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolution of the Israelite Alliance of 
America approving the action of the House in relation to the re- 
ligious discrimination against American citizens by Russia—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of the Israelite Alliance of Amer- 
ica, urging the United States Government to take steps to secure 
from Russia a removal of the discrimination against citizens on 
account of religion—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Papers to accompany House bill 
granting an increase of pension to Robert D. Davis—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of the Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers No. 333, St. Paul, Minn., against 
the substitute for the Hoar anti-injunction bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Papers to accompany 
war claim of W. P. Lane—to the Committee on War Claims. 

« By Mr. WILSON: Resolution of Israelite Alliance of America, 
relating to the discrimination against the Jews by the Russian 
Government—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

_ By Mr. ZENOR: Papers to accompany House bill 13843. grant- 
ing an increase of pension to O. D. Heald—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, June 28, 1902. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the city of Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Berry, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 


THOMAS WILKINSON. 


Mr. BERRY. Yesterday evening, at the request of one of my 
colleagues in the House, I called up a pension bill. I gave by 
mistake the wrong number to the clerks, and a bill was passed 
not intended by me to be considered. I know nothing about the 
merits of the bill, and I do not know whether the beneficiary de- 
sires that the bill shall be passed at this session or not. 

Therefore I move to reconsider the votes by which the bill was 
ordered to a third reading and passed, and ask that it be placed 
upon the Calendar. It is the bill (H. R. 5453) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Wilkinson. 

Mr. PETTUS. I will inquire what the bill is about. 

Mr. BERRY. It isa pension bill, and there was a mistake in 
the number. I know nothing about the bill. I do not know 
whether it is a meritorious bill or not. I do not know whether 
the beneficiary of the bill desires to have it passed at this session, 
for the reason that it is thought by many that bills passed now 
can not be signed. I do not wish to be responsible for the pas- 
sage of a bill that I know nothing about, and I therefore move to 
reconsider the votes by which the bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing and passed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent that the votes by which the bill (H. R. 5453) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wilkinson was read 
the third time and finally passed may be reconsidered. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. The Chair understands that 
the bill has not been sent to the House. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. In connection with the subject the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas has alluded to, I will state that I have been 
importuned by some Senators and a great many members of the 
House to have the Pension Calendar cleared. I have said to them 
all that I felt very sure that if we passed the bills now on the 
Calendar they would fail of approval. For that reason I have 
not taken action in that direction. I make the public statement 
so that members of both Houses may understand the reason why 
the bills are allowed to remain on the Calendar. 

Mr. BERRY. It was because the chairman of the Committee 
on Pensions had made that statement to me that I preferred to 
have the bill reconsidered, because I did not wish to have a biil 
passed where the beneficiary might not desire it. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15108) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 190, and for prior years, and for other purposes, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 6, 14, 15, 16, 17, 
27, 28, 38, 36, 37, 71, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 84, 95, and 96. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
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Senate numbered 1, 3, 4, 5, 7, 10, 11, 12, 12, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 25, 29, 30, 31,38, 38 
40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 6D, 61, 62, 63, 64, 
65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 72, 73, 80, 83, 85, 86, 89, 92, 94, 97, 98, 100, 101, 102, 108, 104, 105, 
106, 207, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 128, 119, 121, 124, 125, 127, 128, 129, 130, 
131, 182, 188, 184, amd 135, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 24, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of tae sum named in said amendment insert “$63,777.18; and the Sen 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 32, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
After the word “ three,” in the last line of said amendment, insert the fol- 
lowing: “for the procurement of like military stores to replace those so 
transferred:*’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert thefollowing: ‘‘Gov- 
ernors Island, N. Y.: For continuing the enlargement of Governors Island 
by construction of wharf, dredging, bulkhead, and filling, to continue avail- 
able during the fiscal year 1963, $200,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 117, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “and 
Senate Docament No. 424;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 120, and agree to the same with an amendment,.as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “and 
Senate Document No. 432; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the 
Senate numbered 122, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert: “ $447.480;” and im line 
5 of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word ‘‘ twenty-three,” 
insert the following: ‘‘, except the judgment in favor of Samuel 8S. Cholson 
and Jonathan Miles, which has been vacated;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 123, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: ‘‘and 
Senate Document No. 425, Part IT;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 126, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 12 of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word “ Num- 
bered,”’ insert ‘‘430;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

On the amendments of the Senate numbered 8, 9, 26, 34, 81, 82, 87, 88, 90, 91, 
93, 99, and 116 the committee of conference have been unable to agree. 

EUGENE HALE, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

J.@. CANNON, 

5.8. BARNEY, 

L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate still further insist wpon 
its amendments not disposed of, and ask for a further conference 
with the House upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the fur- 
ther conference; and Mr. Hatz, Mr. ALLIson, and Mr. TELLER 
were appointed. 

ST. CHARLES COLLEGE, MISSOURI. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of War, which will 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 26, 1902. 


Sir: The act of Congress approved May 27, 1902 (Public, No. 124), provides 
“That the Secretary of War be authorized and directed to cause to inves- 
tigated by the Quartermaster’s Department the circumstances, character, 
and extent of the alleged use and occupation by the United States military 
authorities for Government =. during the late war, of the college 
buildings and groundsof St. Charles College, in St. Charles County, Mo.” 

Asan examination of the records of the War Department fails to show 
the receipt of any claim in favor of the said St. Charles College, I have the 
honor to request that all the papers in the case now before © trans- 
sae’ to — Department, in order that the investigation directed by law 
may be maac. 

A similar letter has been addressed to the Speaker of the House of Repre- 


sentatives. 
Very respectfully, ELIAU ROOT, Secretary of War. 


The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE PRO TEMPORE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair suggests that some 
Senator offer an order directing the Secretary of the Senate to 
send to the Secretary of War the papers referred to, if they are 
Within the jurisdiction ef the Senate. 

Mr. KEAN. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Jersey 
moves that the Secretary of the Senate be instructed to send to 
the Secretary of War the papers referred to in the communica- 
tion, if they are within the jurisdiction of the Senate. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the order is made. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives. by Mr. C. R. 
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 6) in relation to monument to prison-ship martyrs at 
Fort Greene, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

The message also announced that the House had passed, with 


amendments, the bill (S. 3896) to amend section 3362 of the Re- 
vised Statutes relating to tobacco; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and 
they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 4450) confirming in the State of South Dakota title to 
section of land heretofore granted to said State; 

A bill (S. 4776) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Emory River, in the State of Tennessee, by the Tennessec 
Central Railway or its successors; 

A bill (S. 5434) to authorize the city of Little Falls, Minn., to 
construct a wagon and foot bridge across the Mississippi River 
within the limits of said city; 

A bill (H. R. 2641) for the relief of Albion M. Christie; 

A bill (H. R. 8110) to provide for the construction of a canal 
connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans; 

A bill (H. R. 6570) to amend the act of May 12, 1900, author- 
izing the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to redeem or make 
allowance for internal-revenue stamps; 

A bill (H. R. 12804) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 103) providing for the binding and 
distribution of public documents held in the custody of the su- 
perintendent of documents, unbound, upon orders of Senators, 
Representatives, Delegates, and officers of Congress, when such 
documents are not called for within two years after printing; and 

A joint resolution (8S. R. 111) limiting the gratuitous distribu- 
tion of the Woodsman’s Handbook to the Senate, the House 
of Representatives, and the Department of Agriculture. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of Alaska, praying for the construction of a military road 
between Valdez and Eagle City, in that Territory; which was 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the International Association of 
Machinists, of Spokane, Wash., praying for the passage of the so- 
called eight-hour bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a memorial of the Chandler & 
Taylor Company, of Indianapolis, and of the Terre Haute Shovel 
and Tool Company, of Terre Haute, in the State of Indiana, 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Hoar anti- 
injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the word “‘ conspiracy” 
and the use of restraining orders and injunctions in certain cases; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Retail Clerks’ Local Union 
No. 10, of Fort Wayne, Ind., praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the city council of Michigan 
City, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation granting pen- 
sions to certain officers and enlisted men in the Life-Saving Serv- 
ice; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of New York, praying for the enactment of 
legislation giving preference to veterans in the Government serv- 
ice; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment. 

SALE OF MILK IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I present a paper on the subject of the 
adulteration of milk and cream in relation to the public health. 
It is a compilation of documents heretofore printed. Most of it, 
I think, is stereotyped, and as the cost will be but little, I move 
that it be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

E. G. RATHBONE. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I hold in my hand a petition 
from a citizen of the United States who has held an official posi- 
tion in Cuba, who feels aggrieved at the action of the courts of 
that country, and who appears under the present condition to be 
| without any redress if he has been wronged, as he asserts he has, 
unless he can have an investigation by Congress. As this is an 
unusual request and the conditions are unusual, I ask unanimous 
consent that the petition may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
presents a petition and asks that it may be read, Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and the Secretary will read the pe- 





tition. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., dune 2, 190%. 
To the Congress of the Untted States: 
_ Your petitioner ‘respectfully represents that he is 53 years of age and @ 
citizen of the United States; that late in the year 1898, as an appointee of the 











—_— 


Post-Office Department of the United States, he went to Cuba in the 

of director-general of posts of Cuba; that while acting in such capacity in 
Cuba, and while that country was governed by the United States, he was 
accused of high crimes and mi mors in connection with such in 
the year 1900, resulting in his being arrested and put upon trial for such 
alleged crimes and misdemeanors, which resulted in his conviction and sen- 
sence for a term of imprisonment and fine, in April, 1902. Later he was 
released under a general amnesty act to all American citizens by the Cuban 

Ngress. 

Your petitioner respectfully requests the United States Congress to direct 
that a thorough investigation be made. by a committee of its members or 
otherwise, into all of his acts and > ©uba in connection with the said 
postal vem to the end that all the facts may be known and the truth es- 

ablished. 

; Your petitioner bases his petition upon the geognt that whenever the 
Government of the United States assigns one of its citizens to public service 
ina foreign land, and in the course of the performance of his official duties in 
that foreign service he is accused of _— crimes and misdemeanors, it is the 
duty of the Government of the United States to see that he hasa fair and 
impartial trial under usual and regular rules of judicial procedure. 

He should not be subjected to trial by arbitrary and unusual methods of 
rocedure, contrary alike to the laws of that country and the fundamental 
incipals of justice. 

He should not be sentenced to severe and unusual penalties without the 
right of appeal to the Government of hisown country for relief and protec- 





tion 

Your petitioner further represents that he was improperly tried, unjustly 
convicted, semtenced to unusual and severe ities, and as a new trial can 
not now be had, because of the amnesty by the Cuban Government, which 
new trial, under uninfluenced conditions, would bring out all the facts, your 
petitioner submiis that as a citizen of the United States he is justly entitled 
toa full, fair, and impartial investigation by the Congressof hisown country. 

Your petitioner makes the following statement of the reasons for this ap- 

‘ = 





icahonm 
, The proceedings which led to his conviction were not judicial proceedings, 
but were a proceedings directed and controlled by a person or persons 
(or_an authority) by whose orders such courts were established and con- 
trolled and who in violation of law and established rules of judicial pro- 
cedure issued orders, instructions, and communications to the courts by 
whom your petitioner was tried from time to time during the progress of 
the trial and so influenced and dominated these tribunals as to thwart the 
purposes of justice and inflicta wrong upon your petitioner. 

Ex parte evidence was admitted to the trial, consisting of ex parte deposi- 

tions taken in the United States on behalf of the prosecution, at the taking 
of which neither the petitioner nor his attorneys had tunity to be pres- 
ent or cross-examine the witnesses, and the trial co refused to summons 
witnesses in his behalf in violation of Article VI of the “Bill of Rights,” 
amendment to the Constitution ofthe United States; that his attorneys were 
{ given proper time to prepare the defense, and that evidence vital and 
material to his defense was withheld, and that the principal witness of the 
State and practically the sole witness against him was not sworn upon the 
trial = testimony was not given under oath. This witness testi as a 
defendant. 
Your petitioner further represents that, under the laws of Cuba, a de- 
fendant in acriminal trial is not required to be sworn or put under the sanc- 
tion of an oath. He can not be punished for perjury if he gives false testi- 
mony. This witness was convicted under the same p ings as your 
petitioner, and afterwards was pardoned asa “witness for the State in the 
post-office cases,” when in fact _he was not declared a witness for the State, 
as required by law, but was a defendant in the case. This witmess took ad- 
vantage of his asa defendant to escape liability for perj if he 
gave false testimony. He took advantage of his position as a witness for the 
State to secure a pardon. 

In view of these and other reasons your petitioner requests Congress to 
make a thorough and exhaustive investigation of all his acts in Cuba in con- 
nection with the office to which he was assigned under the authority of the 
United States Government, the methods employed to secure his conviction 
to the end that the truth may be discovered, the ends of justice secured, and 
a pe may be relieved from the unjust aspersions cast upon 

us character, 

And your petitioner will ever pray. 





E. G. RATHBONE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What does the Senator from 
Colorado desire to have done with the petition? 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to say just a word. 

This petitioner is not now in jeopardy. He was in jeopardy 
and he would be in jeopardy but for the action of the Cuban 
Government, for which he is not responsible, in granting a general 
amnesty. That prevents the petitioner from having a trial, and 
so he stands before the world as a convicted felon, without any 
opportunity to have his case reviewed as it would have been pro- 
vided there had been no amnesty granted. I will say for him that 
he is not msible for the amnesty. 

Mr. President, this is perhaps a unique question. It is one in- 
volving the liberty of a citizen of the United States. With our 
present relations in other parts of the world, in the Philippine 
Islands, for instance, this question may arise again, and it seems 
to me that it is a case which demands the attention of the Senate. 

_l have presented the petition, first, because I felt that it was the 
nglit of every citizen to present a petition of this kind who had 
been so treated, as he claims to have been, and also because I have 
known the petitioner for twenty years as a public officer, and be- 
cause, while not wishing to upon the question of his guilt or 
‘innocence, I think under the conditions he states there must 
bea fair presumption, at least, that he has not had the fair trial 
every citizen is entitled to have everywhere. 

! therefore move that the as may be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Relations with Cuba, with the instructions to that 
committee to report what shall be done in this case. 

M '. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator suppose that it 
would be ay for the committee to report at this session? 

Mr. TELLER. No; I had not any idea that there could be any- 
thing done now, of course, 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
the committee instructed? 
matter referred to the committee? 


Does the Senator desire to have 
Will he not be satisfied to have the 


Mr. TELLER. I will withdraw that part of my motion. I am 
quite content to have the committee take it up and do as the com- 
mittee think best. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The petition is referred to the 
Committee on Relations with Cuba. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 121) 
giving authority to the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia to make special regulations for the occasion of the thirty- 
sixth national encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
to be held in the District of Columbia in the month of October, 
1902, and for other purposes incident to said encampment, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3622) to provide for the payment to the 
heirs of Darius B. Randall, deceased, for certain improvements 
relinquished to the United States for the use of the Nez Percé 
Indians, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon, 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT PIERRE, 8. DAK. 

Mr. BERRY. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 14082) to provide for the 
construction of a bridge by the Duluth, Pierre and Black Hills 
Railroad Company across the Missouri River at Pierre, S. Dak., 
to report it favorably without amendment. 7 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill just reported by the Senator from Arkan- 


sas. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CALUMET RIVER BRIDGES. 

Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 15003) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge by the New York, Chicago and St. Louis 
Railroad Company and the Chicago and Erie Railroad Company 
across the Calumet River at or near the city of Hammond, Ind., 
at a point about 1,200 feet east of the Indiana and Illinois State 
line, and about 100 feet east of the location of the present bridge 
of the New York, Chicago and St. Louis Railroad Company across 
said river; also to authorize the construction of a bridge by the 
Chicago and State Line Railroad Company across said river at 
the point where said company’s railroad crosses said river in Hyde 
Park Township, Chicago, Ill., being at the location of the present 
bridge of said company across said river in said township, to re- 
port it favorably without amendment. I call the attention of the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason] to the report. 

Mr. MASON. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES E, SAPP. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10775) for the relief of 
Charles E. Sapp, to report it without amendment, and I ask for 
its present consideration. 


e PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read to the Senate. 
Mr. COCKRELL. For information. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. For information. 


The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It proposes to pay Charles E. Sapp, late collector of internal reve- 
nue for the fifth district of Kentucky, $200 to reimburse him for 
special-tax stamps for ‘‘ worms manufactured,’’ charged to him, 
which were never received by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WASHINGTON MONUMENT ASSOCIATION OF ALEXANDRIA, VA. 

Mr. DANIEL. I am instructed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4546) to provide certain souve- 
nir medals for the benefit of the Washington Monument Associa- 
tion of Alexandria, Va., to report it favorably, without amend- 
ment, and I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to put the bill 
upon its passage. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 











The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Joint Select Committee of the Sen- 
ate and House on Useless Papers in Executive Departments, sub- 
mitted the following report, which was agreed to and ordered 
to be printed, and to be printed in the Recorp: 


The joint select committee of the Senate and House of Representatives 
appointed on the part of the Senate and on the rt of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to which were referred the reports of the heads of departments, 
bureaus, etc.. in respect to the accumulations therein of old and useless files 
of papers which are not needed or useful in the transaction of the current 
business therein, respectively, and have no permanent value or historical in- 
terest. with accompanying statements of the condition and character of such 
papers, respectfully report to the Senate and House of Representatives, pur- 
suant to an act entitled “ An act to authorize and provide for the disposition 
of —— papers in the Executive Departments.” approved February 16, 1898, 
as TOLLOWS: 

Your joint committee have met and carefully and fully examined the said 
reports so referred to your committee and the statements of the condition 
and character of such files and papers therein described, and we find and re- 
vort that the files and papers described in the report of the Secretary of the 

reasury in Senate Document No. 348, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, 
dated May 7, 1902, and in the House Documents Nos, 582 and 629, Fifty-seventh 
Congress, first session, being reports of the Secretary of War dated April 26 
and May 26, respectively, are not needed in the transaction of the current 
business of the departments and bureaus and have no permanent value or 
historical interest, and should be sold as waste paper or otherwise disposed 
of, upon the best terms obtainable, as provided by law. 

Respectfully submitted to the Senate and House of Representatives. 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
BOIES PENROSE, 
Members on the part of the Senate. 


E. 8. MINOR, 
C. F. COCHRAN, 
Members on the part of the House. 


THEODORE R. TIMBY. 


Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Patents, reported 
the following resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 6287) for the relief of Theodore R. Timby, now 
pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and 
the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the pro- 
visions of an act entitled ** Anact to provide for the bringing of suits against 
the Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887. And the 
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said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions of | 


such act, and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HEITFELD introduced a bill (S. 6302) granting a pension 
to Mattie R. Sutton: which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 6303) to prevent mis- 
branding and adulteration of foods and drugs, to regulate inter- 
state commerce therein, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 


Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 6304) granting a pension | 


to Rebecca Morton; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 6305) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James B. Taylor; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 6306) for the relief of 
Frances A. Bliss; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 6307) to incorporate the Amer- 
ican National Institute at Paris, France; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 6308) granting a pen- 
sion to John Stokes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

ie also introduced a bill (S. 6309) relating to proofs in home- 
stead and other claims to public lands, and punishing false swear- 
ing therein, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 


title. and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Public Lands. 
UNIVERSITY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
On motion of Mr. DEBOE, it was 


Ordered, That there be printed 6,000 copies of Senate Report No. 945, first 
session Fifty-seventh Congress, being the report of the Senate committee 
on the bill to establish the University of the United States, of which 4,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 copies for the use of the 
Senate Committee to Establish the University of the United States. 


REGULATION OF IMMIGRATION OF ALIENS. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Immigra- 
tion 10,000 copies of Senate Report No. 2119and testimony on the bill to regulate 
the immigration of aliens; and of House of Representatives bill which said 
report accompanies. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
BaRNEs, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 27th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 640) to extend the provisions, limitations, and bene- 
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fits of an act entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions to the survivors 
of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black 
Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole 
war,’’ approved July 27, 1892; and 

An act (S. 4284) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief 
and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minne- 
sota,’’ approved January 14, 1889. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on this day approved and signed the act (S. 6270) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,”’ approved June 13, 
1902, 

PANAMA CANAL COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
MorGAN, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That under the authority and powers conferred 
upon the Committee on Interoceanic Canals it is referred to said committee 
to investigate and report whether any claims exist in favor of citizens of the 
United States who are bondholders, shareholders, or creditors of the New 
Panama Canal Company, or the former Panama Canal Company, and to this 
end the chairman of said committee is authorized, in addition to the other 
powers conferred upon the committee, to publish a request that the holders 
of such bonds, stocks, or demands will present statements of their claims to 
the committee. ‘ . ; 

And it is also referred to said committee to ascertain and report to the 
Senate whether any unlawful or corrupt efforts, practices, or combinations 
exist on the part of any persons or corporations to obtain any part of the 
sum that may be applied to the purchase of the property belonging to the 
New Panama Canal Company by the United States under the authority of 
any act of Congress. 


Mr. MORGAN. Iask leave to amend the resolution by adding, 
on the second page, in line 2, after the words ‘‘ Panama Canal 
Company,”’ the words ‘‘ or to Costa Rica or Nicaragua.”’ 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be read as modified, 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 2, after the word ‘‘ Com- 
pany,”’ insert the words ‘‘ or to Costa Rica or Nicaragua; ”’ so as 
to make the paragraph read: 


And it isalso referred to said committee to ascertain and report to the 
Senate whether any unlawful or corrupt efforts, practices, or combinations 


| exist on the part of ony pemmens or corporations to obtain any part of the 


| sum that may be applie 








to the purchase of the property belonging to the 
New Panama Canal Company or to Costa Rica or Nicaragua by the United 
States under the authority of any act of Congress. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the resolution seems to consist 
of two things, and it appears to me that it should be properly 
divided. Iam very content to vote for the last part of it, for an 
investigation; but I do not myself quite see the propriety of call- 
ing upon anybody to present a claim against the United States, 
or to present a claim of that character. I think I should prefer 
to let the people who have these obligations, if there are any, pre- 
sent them in their own way. I should be glad to vote for the 
latter part of the resolution, as to the investigation of corrupt 
methods, etc., and I ask that it may be divided. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is divided, not by numbers, but there are 
two branches of the resolution. 

Mr. TELLER. What I mean is that I want to have it divided, 


| so that I can vote for one branch and against the other, if I 


choose. 

Mr. MORGAN. The first branch of the resolution seems to be 
necessary for the reason that claims exist in the United States of 
which I have been notified as chairman of the Committee on 
Interoceanic Canals through a correspondent of the senior Sena- 
tor from California [Mr. PERKins]. Some gentleman wrote to 


| him from Sacramento informing him that he was in possession of 


100,000 francs, or thereabouts, of the bonds and obligations of 
the Panama Canal Company. The Senator sent the letter to me 
as chairman of the committee, and I laid it before the committee 
and mentioned it in the report. 

Now, there are, I have no doubt, many other persons who have 
bonds in the United States who have no knowledge at all of what 
is going on here, and who will have no knowledge unless some 
step is taken to inform them. The bonds are against the old 
Panama Canal Company, and proceedings have been had in 
France, which I will undertake to say have been very summary, 
if they are at all legal, for the purpose of placing the control of 
the bonds in the hands of a liquidator, or of two liquidators, one 
for the bondholders and the other for the stockholders. . 

American citizens holding these bonds may have peculiar rights 
in regard to them when we purchase the property on which these 
bonds were an equitable lien. They may be able to say, and I 
think very likely they will say, that they have had no notice what- 
ever of the French proceedings, and that the French Government, 
or the French courts, could not assume jurisdiction over them, 
being citizens of the United States and holding these bonds here, 
by merely appointing a guardian ad hoc to take charge of their 
interests without any notice to them at all. : 
Moreover, Mr. President, the President of the United States 
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will want to know of the existence of these debts, where they are 
and who owns them, and all about it, because it will devolve 
upon him to ascertain whether the $40,000,000, when paid, is to 
go into the pockets of a few men or whether it is to go into the 
hands of the proper persons, or whether he has any responsibility 
of that sort. 

Suppose he comes to the conclusion that it is his duty to have 
something to say as to the direction this money shall take and to 
whom it shall be applied? Of course he must have the informa- 
tion. The President is not empowered by the act which we have 
passed here to make an investigation of that kind. There are 
no agencies I know of that he could resort to for that purpose. 
My object in bringing this forward was merely to get the informa- 
tion that was necessary to enable him to act intelNgently and ad- 
visedly in respect of this business. I do not wish, after we have 
concluded this mattey, if we shall conclude it, that any of our 
people can say that they have been overlooked or neglected. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, there is so much disorder in 
the Chamber that we can not hear a word the Senator is saying. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam trying to talk as loud as I can. 

Mr. TELLER. It is not your fault. 

Mr. MORGAN. ITIhope not. I say I hope when we have gone 
through with whatever the President is to do under act No. 3110 of 
the present session, nobody will feel that he has been overlooked 
or neglected or slighted in the consideration of his interests. 

The first branch of the resolution, therefore, gives to the com- 
mittee the privilege to make an advertisement, calling upon bond- 
holders to present a list of their claims, not witha view of barring 
them out, but with a view to getting such information in regard 
to them as the President evidently will desire and has not the 
means of gaining under any law that exists now. 
first branch of the resolution. 

[ have amended the second branch of the resolution so as to 
make it relate to the moneys that may be applied under this act 
to the Panama Canal Company and to Nicaragua and Costa Rica. 

Under the statement made in the report of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission we are dealing with a set of men who claim to own 
the property of the Panama Canal Company and who are very 
severely discredited in that report. They are represented in that 
report as men who have in a dishonorable way obtained advan- 
tages over the old“Panama Canal Company, under contracts and 


otherwise, who have been prosecuted in the French courts, and | 


some of them convicted, and whose offenses were condoned upon 
their agreement that they would become stockholders in the New 
Panama CanalCompany. The bill which has been passed author- 


izes and requires the President to obtain the property of the New | 
In doing that, of course, we have got | 


Panama Canal Company. 
to deal with these men. 


Ican not assume, Mr. President, under these circumstances, | 
that there is no occasion for watchfulness, and the country does | 


not so assume. On the contrary, there are suggestions made in 


the newspapers and elsewhere that combinations exist for the pur- | 


pose of getting this money into the hands of a few men, so as to 
deprive the bondholders and stockholders of their just proportion. 

It is also suggested that recently large purchases of these bonds 
and stocks have been made in some of the large cities of the 
Union with a view to speculation. Well, is it right or not that 


the Senate of the United States should understand the whole | 


merits of this case when it comes back to us? 


As stated by the Senator from Wisconsin the other day in de- | 


bate here, not a dollar of this $40,000,000 can be paid until the 
Senate of the United States passes upon the treaty, acquiring 
whatever title we may obtain from Colombia; that the money 
can not be paid to the Panama Canal Company until the trans- 


action is wound up and closed by the ratification of the treaty | 


with Colorhbia by the Senate of the United States. Such I as- 
sume to be the clear situation. But, then, all of these transac- 
tions for which we have provided to acquire a title from the New 
Panama Canal Company, and also from the Republic of Colom- 
bia, must come back to this body in the shape of a treaty, which 


must be ratified, because the title is required to be obtained by | 


treaty, which, under the Constitution, must come here. 

_ When this treaty comes back, Mr. President, I very much hope 
that the President of the United States will be able to say that he 
is entirely satisfied with every feature of this transaction. I very 


much hope that it will turn out to be a clean transaction from | 


beginning to end. But suppose it does not. Suppose that this 
country is excited and agitated by intervenors and mischief- 


makers, if you please, disreputable scandalizers and slanderers in | 


respect of these dealings, what is the duty of this committee 
toward the Senate? 


their tribunal open and ready for any man who may come here 
for the purpose of bringing an accusation and bringing witnesses 
to prove it, so that it can never be said that there has been any 


Fe or any chance of concealment in regard to these 
dealings, 
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If this committee is not authorized, or if some other tribunal is 
not authorized, to make investigations like this as the transaction 
progresses, when we get here next winter, if the President is for- 
tunate enough to close this matter by that time, an investigation 
will then be instituted and precious time will be wasted to go 
back and look up what this committee can at least obtain in ad- 
vance, if there is any man in the United States or elsewhere who 
has objections to make or cause to urge against this transaction. 

I do not want to embark in this labor; I do not want to wnder- 
take it; but I want to facilitate the building of this canal. I want 
| to provide every means that can be provided for commending 
whatever the action of the President of the United States may be 
to the confidence and judgment of the American people, and that 
can not be if there are men who will be found citing every scan- 
dal, suspicion, and it may be false report, which there is no tribu- 
nal.to investigate. 
| Thatis my object in introducing the resolution. I want it to 
apply as well to Panama as to Nicaragua and Costa Rica, so that 
when we get through with what the Executive has to do with 
this matter in the execution of this statute we can say to the 
world, ‘‘ Here is a clean sheet; there is nothing wrong about the 
transaction.’’ I have no more interest in the matter, except to 
just make that explanation. If the Senate does not want to put 
that authority into the hands of the committee, well and good. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MoraGan] is altogether correct when he says that under the 
bill which has been passed it is impossible that the President of 
| the United States shall pay over any money for the property of 





That is the | 


It is, if the Senate will permit them, to hold | 


| the New Panama Canal Company until an arrangement with Co- 
lombia shall have been made satisfactory to the United States. 
Of course it would be utterly childish and foolish to buy the 
| property of the New Panama Canal Company for $40,000,000, 
which could not be utilized without a concession from Colombia 
until we had also made certain of the concessions from Colombia. 

Mr. MORGAN. By treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course, by treaty. In the first place I 
| say a word about that. I do not know how an agreement of 
| this sort, or whatever you may call it, can be made between two 
| independent governments, which is not a treaty unless it is a 
legislative compact. 
| Ido not care to discuss that, because there is no foundation for 
it in this situation, but I am utterly at a loss—while I never could 
| challenge the motives of the Senator from Alabama in anything 
| he does here, and never have—I am utterly at a loss to under- 
stand the theory upon which this resolution proceeds or to quite 
comprehend the theory which pervades the Senator’s explanation. 
I do not understand that under the bill which has been passed 
| it is the business of the United States to help the court in France 
to wind up the affairs of the old Panama Canal Company or in- 
tervene in any way in the proceedings of thatcourt. I do not un- 
| derstand that it is the business of the United States at all, as the 
Senator seems to understand it, if the President finds that the 
United States can acquire a good title to the property from the 
New Panama Canal Company and from the court, to further see 
to it as a condition precedent under the bill, if it shall become a 
law, that the money paid into the court shall be distributed 
| properly. 

It is left to the President to be satisfied that this Government 
“an and will acquire a satisfactory title to the property. That 
must be by agreement withthe New Panama Canal Company and 
the liquidator, who acts under the authority of the court. Every 
dollar of money, Mr. President, which under this arrangement 
| goes to the liquidator, whether it be the twenty-four and a half 
million dollars now arranged by arbitration or otherwise, goes 
into the registry of the court, to be distributed by the court, 
which has jurisdiction of the estate, where the claims are to be 
proved and where the bonds are to be presented, just as in all 
other cases of the same kind. If the President can not obtain, 
| free and clear of all lien through the court and through the New 
| Panama Canal Company, this title, that is the end of it, as I un- 
derstand it. If he can obtain it, and the money is paid, then the 
bondholders and other creditors present their claims to that 
| court. They contest in that court, not here, their priorities, and 
| the question of citizenship of creditors has nothing whatever to 
| do with it. 

If an American buys a bond secured by a mortgage in France, 
he buys it subject to the law governing foreclosures in France 
and not in the United States; and,to my mind, this resolution 
would simply lead to a bedevilment of this canal matter. It 
| would put obstacles in the way of the accomplishment of 
| what Congress intends shall be accomplished, to provide that 
| the United States shall step forward, in violation of all rules, 
as I understand it, to look after the interests of individual bond- 
holders and individual creditors in the fund paid to the French 
liquidator. They are in the court which has jurisdiction of the 
debtor and jurisdiction of the property, which will establish 
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the priority, marshal the assets, and distribute the fund. If 
they are not satisfied with the decree, interlocutory or final 
of the court, they have appeal; they can be heard by their 
counsel there; and it is ordinarily safe toassume that the court 
of a great nation like France, proceeding under a special law 
passed by the legislative body of France to govern the set- 
tlement of this estate, will deal fairly with it. I can myself 
see no reason for the assumption by the Senate of a jurisdiction 
here to become the agent—that is not the function of the United 
States—of creditors, if there be any, of the old Panama Canal 
Company in this country, to see to it that in legal proceedings 
over there they are treated-as similar bondholders or similar cred- 
itors resident in France are treated. 

So I think, Mr. President, it would be without precedent, en- 
tirely mischievous and obstructive, in carrying forward this 
plan upon which the two Houses of Congress have united, to 
undertake the function proposed by the first part of this reso- 
lution, calling upon the creditors and bondholders of the old 
Panama Canal Company in the United States to send in their 
claims to the chairman of the Senate committee. For what? Is 
it a committee to be represented in the court of France? Is the 
committee to assume the function of seeing to it that in the dis- 
tribution of the assets by the court of France, American credi- 
tors are not treated differently than French creditors? It must 
not be forgotten that not a dollar of this money which will go to 
the old Panama Canal Company or its liquidator is the subject of 
speculation, is the subject of spoliation. It goes directly from 
the hands of this Government to the court under the arrange- 
ment now made. 

Mr. President, as to the second branch of the resolution, I do 
not understand it. I do not understand how any unlawful com- 
bination can exist in the United States for diverting from Costa 
Rica or Nicaragua or Colombia any money which the United 
States has to pay under the provisions of the bill to either of those 
governments. I puta provision in the amended bill that the Presi- 
dent shall arrange to secure satisfactory title. That is tentative. 
it may be represented by conveyances deposited in escrow to 
await acceptance by the United States in the usual way of the 
concession of Colombia, but certainly the United States, in ob- 
taining a concession from Colombia, deals only with Colombia. 
Every dollar of the money which, by the ratified treaty, the 
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United States agrees to pay to Colombia, will be paid by the | 


United States to Colombia, and certainly Colombia can be trusted 
to iook after the interests and the funds in the treasury of Co- 
lombia. 

The same thing is true as to Costa Rica and Nicaragua under the 
terms of the treaty which the Senator read here the other day. 
If it turns out to be—and with a single exception it isa good 
treaty—the treaty which is ratified as the condition precedent to 
the adoption of the Nicaragua route, that $6,000,000—I believe 
that is the amount that is to be paid to Nicaragua, is it not? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will be paid directly by the United States to 
Nicaragua. How can any agreement, corrupt or unlawful com- 
bination exist that could intercept that money in its payment by 
the United States to Costa Rica or Nicaragua? That I can not 
understand. 

if any charge were made affecting the integrity of the legisla- 
tion, anything involving the honor of either House of Congress, 
I would be the last man in the world to raise my voice against 
an investigation of the most searching kind; but this is an adver- 
tisement, as the Senator explains it, really for objections to the 
Panama proceedings in France by American creditors. I know 
nothing about the ownership of any bonds or stocks of the Old 
Panama Canal Company in the United States, except what the 
Senator has spoken of. I apprehend that everybody in the United 
States knows now, through the newspapers of the country, that 
Congress contemplates that, if a satisfactory title can be obtained, 
$24,000,000 or more of money will be paid to the liquidator for 
distribution by the court to the creditors. It is hardly conceiva- 
ble that any bondholder will fail to send in his bond, or that any 
stockholder will fail to be represented. People generally are 
looking after their interests. But, in any event, I can not bring 
myself to the notion that the Senate of the United States ought 
to commit itself to the idea that. even if we can get free and clear 
of all liens an absolute title to the property, we are still, as a 
condition precedent, to see to it as a Government that the pro- 
ceeds going to the liquidator are properly distributed and to other- 
wise constitute ourselves a sort of foreign guardian of the court 
in France. I may be wrong about it, but that is the way it im- 
presses me. 

Mr. MORGAN. 





Mr. President, I have read over with a great 


deal of care very frequently the alleged judicial proceedings in 
the court of first instance, department of the Seine, in France, 
in which the foundation was laid for the title which is said to 
exist and which is about to be transferred from the New Panama 


|ing so much as a drumhead court-martial. 
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Canal Company to the Government of the United States if the 
title is found to be good. To my judgment, they resemble noth- 
The proceedings 
were entirely summary; they were without notice to the actual 
parties concerned. 

To illustrate, when the court took jurisdiction of this subject- 
matter under an act of the French Parliament it required notice 
to be served upon a bondholder or two bondholders residing in 
Paris, whose names are given in the record. That was taken as 
service to all the bondholders in the world; and within a short 
time after that notice was given a decree was rendered putting 
the bonds in the hands of a receiver and putting all of the property 
of the company in the hands of a receiver, with a short right of 
appeal, which has long since expired, and the property, nominally 
or technically, has passed, through what was called a “ judicial 
sale,’’ into the hands of the New Panama Canal Company, as is 
alleged, free of the incumbrance of these bonds, the incumbrance 
of the equitable mortgages upon them by and under the statute 
being transferred from the property to the proceeds, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. How many years ago was the notice given 
to which the Senator has referred? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not remember precisely, but I think 
about three years ago. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Several years ago, at least? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; and the proceeding was closed on that 
notice within three or four days after the notice was given, as | 
remember. It was a very short time. 

The bill we have passed here contains a provision that always 
occurred to my mind as being a little singular, and I shall be very 
glad to have an explanation of it from the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, if he chooses to give it, as he is the author of it. 

Sxc. 3. That when the President shall have arranged to secure a satisfac- 
tory title to the property of the New Panama Canal Company, as provided 
in section 1 hereof, and shall have obtained by treaty control of the necessary 
territory from the Republic of Colombia, etc.— 

He shall proceed to pay out the $40,000,000. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ishall be very glad to explain that section. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will first state the point. 

Evidently, Mr. President, the record which was presented here 
as evidence of the title conclusively established in favor of the 
New Panama Canal Company by adjudication of the court in 
France, is not to be accepted by the President of the United States 
as being a final and conclusive disposal of the question of title to 
that property; but the President of the United States is required 
to arrange to secure a satisfactory title. That implies that the 
whole field of negotiation relating to this title is open to the Presi- 
dent—the legal field, the equitable field, and the moral field are 


| all open to him—and I shall be very much disappointed in his 


character if he should fail to look at the legal, equitable, and 
moral field of inquiry committed to him, and should hold himself 
bound, as the Senator from Wisconsin avows he is to be, to the 
rigid letter of the French decree, which cuts off American women 
and children who hold these bonds and who have had no notice 
and no opportunity to be heard. 

The President of the United States, in acquiring or arranging 
to acquire this title, will scarcely neglect this duty. He has a 
right to say to the people with whom he deals, ‘‘ There are cer- 
tain persons holding bonds in the United States who, I have been 
informed, have had no actual notice of these French proceedings 
at all. They were summary, and were rapidly conducted to a 
conclusion for the convenience of the parties residing in France. 
These people have had no notice or intimation of these proceed- 
ings at all, and the Congress of the United States has authorized 
and required me to arrange with you, not merely to accept, but 
to arrange for the acquirement of this title.’’ 

In arranging for that has not the President of the United States 
at least the equitable and moral right to say that some provision 
must be made to take care of these American people who had no 
representative there, who were in widowhood or in infancy, and 
had no one to stand by them? Are the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany and its friends so exorbitant and fierce in their demands 
that they intend to cut off all the people of the United States who 
hold bonds, it makes no difference what their equities may be. 10 
order to get this money into the posssssion of the liquidator and 
these corrupt men who comprise the body of that New Panama 
Canal Company. according to the report of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission? That is the question that has got to be answered 
here, and this country is not going to be at rest until that is an- 
swered. ° 

I propose to advertise, through the instruction of this Senate. 
so that those people who have got these bonds and who never had 
notice or intimation of the French proceeding shall have an 
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opportunity of presenting their cases to the President of the United 
States and to say to him in arranging to secure a satisfactory title 
to the property of the New Panama Canal Company, ‘‘ We ask 
you to consider our case, and not to permit us to be cut off by the 
decree of the French court, of which we had no notice whatever.”’ 
That is the situation. Perhaps I am mistaken, Mr. President; 
perhaps I am bound, and the people of the United States are 
pound, to submit to the strict letter of the French law in arrang- 
ing to get a title to this property. 

The Senator from Wisconsin asked the question whether 
citizens of the United States were not bound by the French law 
when they held bonds carrying a mortgage or an equity against 
French property. I admit, as a general proposition that that is 
so. The Senator in framing his bill might probably have stood 
on that ground, but he did not choose to doit. Instead of ac- 
cepting that asa final and conclusive decree, and putting that 
before the Senate for its action, that we should be bound by it, 
that all the people of the United States should be bound by it, 
and that we should have nothing to do or say about the applica- 
tion of the money—instead of doing that, he puts in a provision 
here that the President of the United States shall make an ar- 
rangement much more satisfactory. In making that arrange- 
ment the President of the United States ought to have some in- 
fluence and some power tomake anagreement. These people are 
not likely to receive information, unless provision is made by 
some authentic body of the United States Government for having 
these claims presented and notified to the President. 

If this resolution is not adopted, I shall address a note to the 
President, asking if he will not be kind enough to have notice 
sent to the American people by his Attorney-General that this 
proceeding is going on; that he is authorized to make an arrange- 
ment, and that he is disposed to consult with the holders of these 
bonds to see that they are not robbed out of their money by a set 
of men whom the Isthmian Canal Commission have shown here 
are not only corrupt, but have been convicted of corruption, and 
escaped their conviction by subscribing money to this New Pan- 
ama Canal Company. 

Mr. President, I am trying to give aid to the President of the 
United States in the proper execution of the bill which has been 
passed—that is all I am trying to do—and to obtain whatever 
shelter he is disposed to give or the Congress of the United States 
is disposed to give to our own people, who have been cut off 
from their rights, according to the theory of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, by this summary proceeding in Paris, of which no- 
body in the world had any notice but one or two selected bond- 
holders in that city. They got into the courts and fixed up an 
agreement by which $600,000,000 of interest-bearing bonds were at 
once put into the hands of the liquidator, and the property of the 
old company was put into the hands of the same man. Every- 
thing was turned over to him, and he became the factotum; he 
was the corporation; he was the bondholder; he was the stock- 
holder; and in that character of liquidator he has been making 
contracts backward and forward, passing these vast estates from 
one hand to another, and, finally, he has got it where the New 
Panama Canal Company have not any more legal right to it than 
[have got. 

There is the situation, and I thought it was my duty, Mr. Presi- 
— to try to devise some means by which this thing could be 
aone, 

As to the ownership of the bonds and also as to the possible in- 
terferences that may have taken place, I want to know before I 
get through with this—and I will know, if I can find out either 
privately or publicly—whether or not the lobby that has been 
hanging around this Congress so thick that you could stir them 
with a stick, almost, have been receiving or are to receive a part 
of this $40,000,000. 

I want some responsible man who is going to receive this 
money to get on the stand as a witness and swear, under such 
circumstances as that his oath would subject him to an indict- 
ment for perjury if he swears falsely, in order that the Ameri- 
can people may know how much of this money he is going to 
get when we pay the $40,000,000 to this company. I want to 
know, and I will try to know before we get through with this 
matter, in some way or other. 

I want te ascertain the facts in a legitimate and proper way. 
If there is any transaction of that kind in regard to Nicaragua 
and Cesta Rica, let it come out. Let us know whether we are 
dealing with men who accept bribes; for instance, whether we 
are dealing with the Panama Canal Company or with presidents 
of Nicaragua or Costa Rica or Colombia, under some arrange- 
ment to put a hundred thousand dollars or two or three hundred 
thousand dollars of this money into his own ket. Things of 
that sort have occured in diplomacy since the first treaty was ever 
made. They were much more frequent in old times than they 
are now. They have not entirely passed out. Largesses and 
stipends and bribes are paid to-day to men who conduct great 


SS 


negotiations; and I want, when we come tothe bottom of this 
thing, to know that the United States has not been scandalized 
in any respect or by anybody. 

I want to open the door and to let a man who says he has an 
accusation against anybody connected with this affair come for- 
ward and bring his witnesses and put his testimony on record, 
under oath, so as to be liable to indictment for perjury if he makes 
a false statement. 

Let us get at it in that way and not have the air filled with 
scandals about this thing and clamors of a disturbing sort. It is 
right that we should doit. Having offered the resolution, I should 
like very much indeed to escape the responsibility of its execution; 
but is for the Senate to say whether it wants it or whether it does 


not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, just a word. When I drew 
the amendment I drew it so as to provide that the President 
should obtain title. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iknow that. 
I did not know why you made it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was not surprised at the change. I was 
surprised that I drew it that way in the first place, because that 
involved obtaining title, which naturally would involve convey- 
ance and payment, and that would be an impossible condition 
precedent, because that could not, with any possible sense, occur 
until we had also obtained the requisite concession from Colombia. 

So, contemplating an escrow. contemplating an arrangement 
which would bind the title to be conveyed to the United States 
when the second precedent condition, to wit, the concession from 
Colombia, had been obtained, I used the language which I in- 
serted in the bill. I used it in that general way, in order to leave 
some elasticity in it, not caring anything about the detail of it, 
provided only that the President had arranged in some way to 
take for the United States a title to the property of the new 
Panama Canal Company when through treaty we had acquired 
a satisfactory concession from Colombia. 

It never occurred to me that that threw open the whole subject 
in France to retrial; that that turned the President into a court 
of equity to see to it, as a precedent condition to the acquisition 
of this property, that every American creditor, whoever he or she 
might be, was, in the distribution of the fund, treated as we have 
a right to assume and are bound to assume the courts of another 
country will treat them—as equals. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I am bound to 
deny that the French court has treated American people with any 
consideration at all in this decision. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Alabama seems to proceed 
upon the theory that when a corporation, having a mortgage in- 
debtedness outstanding, is placed in the hands of a receiver, its 
property sequestrated, its assets taken in custodia legis, in order 
to insure the validity of that proceeding every creditor must be 
notified and have an opportunity in limine to be heard. That is 
not the law in the United States. Itis not the law in England. 
It is not the law, I undertake to say, in any civilized country. 

Wherever a receiver is appointed over a corporation which has 
bonds outstanding, the trustee of the bondholders, the party to 
whom the property is conveyed in trust for the benefit of the 
bondholders, is the party who represents the bondholders in the 
courts, and notice to the trustee, opportunity to the trustee to be 
heard, is notice to the cestui que trust—the bondholders. Other- 
wise no such administration would occur at all if, with a hundred 
or two hundred millions of bonds, it was necessary that every 
bondholder should be hunted up to the uttermost parts of the 
earth and given personal notice and opportunity to come in and, 
as an individual, litigate. 

Our Supreme Court has decided that the trustee represents the 
bondholders. He is the party to the suit, and when he is brought 
into court or when he comes into court the bondholders are in 
court. He is there under a solemn trust which he entered into 
when he accepted the conveyance and agreed to become trustee, 
and is only trustee for the bondholders. So every American 
bondholder is represented in any court in France through the 
trustee of the various mortgages. 

Mr. MORGAN, If the Senator will allow me, the objection is 
that the trustee was appointed without any notice to them. He 
is not their trustee at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. When a railway company ora canal company 
executes a mortgage and conveys the property, before a single 
bond is issued, of course, to a trustee upon the terms indicated in 
the instrument, every man and every woman who buys a bond af- 
terwards buys it with notice on the face of the bond itself, as well 
as being bound to know it, that the trustee represents them; and 
that is the practice. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me to 
ask him a question rather in the nature of a suggestion? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. Is it not true that all of these questions at last 


I was surprised at the change. 
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must be determined by the court having jurisdiction and charge | tries, for a considerable period, pledged to the redemption of that 


of the distribution of the fund? 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the point; I am coming to that. 

The Senator says that this liquidator was made the receiver of 
the property, and that the bonds were turned over to him and the 
stock was turned over to him. I never heard before—although 
I have had some experience—that where a receiver is appointed 
for a corporation which has become bankrupt and which had 
bonds outstanding, there became vested in him the bonds. He 
is an officer of the court. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is exactly what was done in this case. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is exactly, as I understand it, what was 
not done in this case. 

Mr. MORGAN. There wasaliquidator appointed for the bond- 
holders. What for? 


Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. A receiver for the bondholders. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. Did that vest him with the bonds? 

Mr. MORGAN. It vested the title in him as a matter of course. 

Mr. SPOONER. Not at all. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not mean to the equities of the bonds, 
but it vested him with the power to control them. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; that simply put in the hands of the re- | 
ceiver the property upon which the liens existed. 

Mr. MORGAN. There were two receivers. 

Mr. SPOUNER. It does not make any difference if there were 


forty receivers. 

Mr. MORGAN. . One liquidator was appointed to take charge 
of the property of the corporation and another liquidator to take 
charge of the bonds and represent the bondholders. 

Mr. SPOONER. Two receivers were appointed—or was there 
one; 

Mr. MORGAN. Two. 
was cut down to two. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; but their function is precisely the same. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; their functions are entirely different. 

Mr. SPOONER. Their functions are entirely the same, as I 
understand it. They were receivers of the property. 
chose one representing the bondholders and one representing the 
stockholders. But they are receivers of the property, and to in- 


There were three at first, and then it 


all classes of creditors and with the stockholders they chose re- 
ceivers satisfactory to each class. But in the last analysis the 
receivers were the same. 
are in this country, and receivers of the property. 

Now, Mr. President, notices. I have no doubt, have been given; 
they are not gi 
in such cases as a condition precedent to jurisdiction or adminis- 
tration, but as one of the details of administration. 


them with the clerk of the court, in our country, perhaps to file 


them with the liquidator over there, and as the Senator from | 


Georgia says the whole matter is in the hands of the court, and 
it will be decreed that so much money is due to each bondholder, 
and no one bondholder can receive more than his proportion nor 
can he receive more than is paid to every other bondholder with 
the same equality of lien and with the same preference. 


A long time is given to send in the bonds, and the fund which | 
is not claimed applicable to each bond is left in the registry of | 


the court. I know one case where eight yearselapsed before the 
fund was, by order of the court, distributed finally without re- 
gard to bonds not presented. 

There is no trouble about this matter. Does the Senator sup- 
pose for one moment that I was willing to draw a bill which 
bound the Government down to this particular transfer, to the 
particular proceedings which have thus far been had? 

Mr. MORGAN. I judge not from the language of the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
performance. I stated on the floor that there were several meth- 
ods, I thought, by which this title could be secured, and I intended 
to leave it open to the courts in France, perhaps to the legislative 
body in France, to devise means, if they have not already been 
devised, and to carry them into execution, under which this title 
could be given free and clear of lien to the United States if addi- 
tional proceedings are found necessary. 

I am not at all certain that as the matter stands to-day the 
title would be satisfactory to me. I am satisfied from what I 


They were officers of the court, as they | 
| tribution of the proceeds of the sale by the court, and I assume 


ven when the suit iscommenced; they are not given | 
Bondholders | 


at the proper time are given notice to send in their bonds, to file | 
from Wisconsin, if he will allow me for a moment, to one fact. 


The court | 
| take account of the indebtedness, 





bond pro tanto when it is sent in. 

Mr. MORGAN. How long is that considerable period? 

Mr. SPOONER. I know a case in my own experience where 
it was left twelve years. 

I myself have faith in the judicial proceedings in France, so far 
as I have looked them over. I am not standing in the United 
States Senate to cast general impeachment upon the integrity of 
the judicial proceedings of another and a friendly country. It 
does not follow, because the procedure in France is not entirely 
in accord with the procedure in the United States, that it is there- 
fore unjust. Every country establishes and regulates its own 
judicial administration, and every man and every woman who 
buys property in France, whether it be real property or personal 
property, such as a bond, buys it knowing that in the end if re- 
sort to judicial proceeding shall be necessary that proceeding 
must be had in France and according to the laws of France. 

Ido not want this question, which is important to the people 
of the United States, bedeviled—if I may use that word—by col- 
lateral and utterly irrelevant issues. If the President of the 
United States deems it to be his duty—that may be—to cause 
some notice to be taken of interests in the United States. that is 
for him to say. If he wants the Attorney-General to notify cred- 
itors in the United States, that is for him tosay. But for the 
Senate of the United States, through a committee, to assume that 
creditors in the United States, if they be found, can attack this 
decree, because, although the trustee had notice they have not 
had personal notice, and that in this way can be found ground 
for indefinite obstruction in carrying out the will of Congress, I 
am not prepared to assent. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will theSenator from Wisconsin allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I wish to recall to the Senator’s mind what 
he discovered upon an examination of these decrees, and that is 
that the French court found that all of these parties were repre- 
sented before the court at the time the d@crees were passed. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. Thisistrue. There are interlocutory 
proceedings always, but in the end a master is appointed always to 
Before him the bonds are to be 


‘ | proven. 
sure management of the property which would deal fairly with 





It would have been an extremely childish | 


| the Senate will necessarily have to review the whole situation. 


have seen of the proceedings that with additional proceedings, | 


easily to be had, both on the part of the canal company and the 
court, a good title can be secured; and if that property comes to 
the United States free and clear of lien the proceeds of it are to 
be paid into the court, which is taking care of the interests of 


the bondholders and the creditors, and notice will undoubtedly | 


be given. Every person who holds a bond will either send in his 
bond or her bond and receive the dividend on it or that sum will 
be left in the registry of the court, as is done in all civilized coun- 


| 


Mr. MORGAN. There never was any master in this case. 

Mr. SPOONER. Perhapsithas not got tothat. That does not 
affect the title: that does not affect the power of the court to sell 
the property clear of lien. That is a matter of detail in the dis- 


that what is considered in other civilized countries a fair and just 
method for attaining justice will be adopted in France. I am 
quite certain of one thing, that the act of the French Parliament 
is as fair an act as any equity rules in this country. 

Mr. MORGAN, I desire to call the attention of the Senator 





This law provides 
Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. MORGAN. 


Senate on a treaty. 


It is still a bill. 
That all this mattgr shall come before the 


Mr. SPOONER. What matter? 
Mr. MORGAN. Of title to the property. 


Mr. SPOONER, No; it does not. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iso understood it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is something to come before the Sen- 
| ate. What is it? 

Mr, SPOONER. A treaty. 

Mr. MORGAN. What treaty? 

Mr. SPOONER. As to whether the concession from Colombia 


or the concession from Costa Rica and Nicaragua, which is to 
last for all time, is satisfactory to the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. The treaty from Colombia could not come in 
any legitimate form, I submit to the Senator, unless the con- 
cessions to the Panama Canal Company are gotten rid of in some 
way. 

Mr. SPOONER. What concessions? 

Mr. MORGAN. The concessions that Colombia made to the 
Panama Canal Company, which expire in 1912. They have to be 
got rid of. Now, when we come to consider that treaty—and 
this is the point I wish to suggest to the mind of the eng 
wanted to provide, if I could, so that the Senate of the United 
States would have a fair opportunity to know exactly what had 
taken place and to know whether any bondholders and stock- 
holders in the United States, who are women and children, 1n- 
fants at the time, had an opportunity to be heard upon it. 

I want to clear that all off, with a view to getting the Senate to 
a position where we can make a final decision. I am not trying 
to delay anything. God knows I have not been delaying this mat: 
I am trying to bring it about so that the 


ter for twenty years. 
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Senate of the United States will have a clear view of the whole 
situation and be entirely satisfied—and I hope the Senate will be 
erey satisfied—that all these rights have been properly taken 
care OT. 

Mr. SPOONER. We have first to consider this. First, the 
President has to notify Congress that under our authority he has 
become satisfied that the New Panama Canal Company can give 
the United States a good title and has arranged to secure it. Next, 
we want two things: First, a treaty with Colombia which con- 
sents to the transfer of the property to the United States, and in 
addition gives us forever the necessary concession to enable us to 
construct and operate and control the canal. If we do not get 
either of those things, then that is the end of that part of it. 

Mr. MORGAN, If we do not get them all. 

Mr. SPOONER. If we do not get them all, or if we get all but 
one. If either is lacking—that is what I meant—that is the end 
of the Panama part of the bill 

Mr. MORGAN. SolI understand. 

Mr. SPOONER. And we are remitted to the Nicaragua route. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I was, as the Senate knows, 
an earnest advocate, but as the sequel shows an inefficient one, 
of the adoption by the Senate of the Nicaragua route for the 
proposed canal. The Senate thought otherwise, and agreed to a 
bill which authorizes and commands the President of the United 
States to construct a canal on the Panama route, provided he can 
obtain a satisfactory title to the property which the New Panama 
Canal Company proposes to sell to the United States for $40,000,000. 
That amendment to the House bill has been agreed to by the 
House, and the bill, if it has not already been signed by the 
President—and I am not advised as to that—is now before the 
President for his signature. 

While I still think, Mr. President, that the Congress has made 
a mistake, the thing is done. It is an accomplished fact, so far 
as Congress is concerped, and the whole matter is now in the 
hands of the Executive. I still hope, Mr. President, and believe 
that the result in the end will be the construction of the canal on 
the Nicaragua route. I can not bring myself to believe that the 

-anama Canal Company can ever make it appear to the satisfac- 
tion of the President of the United States that they can give such 
a title as the President under the language of the law will be dis- 
posed to accept. But whether that may be so or not, Iam so 
earnestly anxious for the construction of a canai at some place 
across. the Isthmus that I would hesitate long before I would do 
anything which might be construed into an obstruction, which 
might result in delay in the determination of the question whether 
or not a satisfactory title can be made to the property which the 
New Panama Canal Company proposes to sell. 

I fear this resolution, whether it would have that effect or not, 





if adopted would be construed by many, by many of my constit- | 


uents, by many people, as tending to delay in reaching a conclu- 
sion upon this matter. Therefore I can not see my way clear to 
support the resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Oregon indulge me for 
a moment? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. I distinctly announced that my purpose is to 
facilitate action, not to delay. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand that. I heard what the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the committee said, and I understand his 
motive to be right, that it is for the purpose of aiding the Presi- 
dent in arriving at a conclusion as to whether or not a satisfac- 
tory title can be obtained. 

But I think what has been said here by the distinguished chair- 
man of the committee, by which this matter is brought to the 
attention of the President, will have the same effect that an in- 
vestigation and a report would have. Theattention of the Execu- 
tive is called to the different prongs of this subject necessary and 
proper to be considered before a finality is reached, and I have 
so much faith in the President of the United States that I believe 
he will not stop with the question simply whether a bare legal 
title can be made to the property, but that he will look into all 
sides of the question, that he will look into the question of the 


probability or possibility of innumerable claims being brought | 


against the United States by bondholders and shareholders of 
both the old and the new Panama Canal companies. 

I believe the President of the United States would hesitate to say 
that a title to this property was satisfactory within the meaning 
of the bill provided he at the same time was of the opinion that 
the United States would be pestered by these claims in the future. 
The whole question is with him. He is the umpire. I have faith 
in him. I believe he will proceed without any unnecessary delay 
in determining the question as to whether or not a satisfactory 
title to this property can be obtained. For this reason only I am 
disinclined to do anything that would look like an obstruction, or 
that any considerable number of people might think would be an 
obstruction, in regard to the early settlement of this great question. 
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Therefore, Mr. President, while I exceedingly dislike to part 
company at this point with the distinguished chairman of the 
| committee, who has rendered such invaluable services in the in- 
| vestigation of all questions relating to the construction of an 
| isthmian canal, I feel by my sense of duty at this moment com- 
| pelled to vote against the resolution. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. President, I had supposed that the discus- 
sion upon the canal question had been finished when, by the ac- 
| tion of both Houses, a concurrent agreement had been arrived 
at, and I wish to say in regard to that, arrived at in the best of 
spirit. The people of the United States have accepted that ver- 
dict, and are satisfied. The discussion of this question, long 
drawn out, gave opportunity for anybody who had absorbed any 
| of this poison that was in the air or that had come to the public 
| through the channels of the newspapers to mention the fact and 
| call the attention of the country and of the Senate that undue 
influences were being used, that a lobby was here, for what? In 
the interests of the New Panama Canal Company to affect the 
votes of members of this body against their conviction and judg- 
ment? If such a lobby, as stated by the Senator from Alabama, 
for such purposes, was here, and if the result of the vote upon 
thé bill, by insinuation, could be charged to such influences, 
somebody must have been corrupted in this body. 

Mr. President, I must confess that I am more than surprised 
| that such an insinuation should come from the chairman of my 
committee. As a member of that committee, if there has been 
such a lobby or such influences here. I have not known it. No- 
| body has approached me. If the Senator has any charges to 
| make implicating the integrity of any member of this body who 
| voted upon the measure, let them be made and let us have an in- 
vestigation. But I want something more than newspaper stories 
and an intimation that it is in the air to convince me of any such 
influences being present or potent. 

Mr. President, as a member of the committee I must protest 
| against the spirit and letter of this resolution. I do not feel my- 

self called upon to act on a jury, or that a drag net be thrown out 
| to see who can be brought into it to give evidence that influences 
| have been used in bringing about the result which will throw. if 

possible, even more of a cloud than has already been insinuated 

upon the title of this property and upon the integrity of the men 
| who have supported the measure. 

As a member of the committee I should deem it to be unworthy 
of my position as a United States Senator to be called upon, in the 
absence of any definite charge or reasonable insinuation, to sit in 
judgment upon what may be called a corrupt lobby. I have 
nothing to do with the members of the Panama Canal Company, 
new or old. I have other means of obtaining information which 
has guided my judgment toward the position I have arrived at. 

I think it would be well to accept the joint verdict of the two 
| Houses and leave this matter where it belongs—in the hands of 
the President and his advisers. He need not find a suggestion 
from this body, and above all, I do not think he needs the insin- 
uation that in addition to all else which has been brought for- 
ward to cloud the title of this property, calumny and corruy ion 
have crept into the mind and guided the act of any member of 
this body who has voted upon the measure. I do not want to be 
a party upon a committee to send any such message to the Presi- 
| dent of the United States nor by my act to admit that there is 

any ground for it, or any necessity that he should be so ad- 
| vised. 

I hope the resolution will be defeated. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio need not 
have put himself to the trouble of implicating this body. These 
are men of honor here. They have not been impeached or the 
slightest impeachment made by me on this subject. Nobody has 
said, so far as I have ever heard, that any member of the Senate or 
any member of the House has ever been corrupted. But many 
| men have said, and we know it is true, that the Panama Canal 

Yompany, and perhaps other concerns interested in this matter, 
| have had men around the Chamber for the purpose of inquiring 
and trying to influence votes by argument and otherwise. Of 
course, they have been paid for their work. 

My proposition was to have a tribunal here open to the people 
of the United States, so that if a man had an accusation of this 
kind to make against anybody, against any company or govern- 
ment, he could come before this tribunal and bring his witnesses 
| and they could be sworn, and if they commit perjury they could 
| be put in the penitentiary for it, and that by this means we would 
| suppress the slander and calumny which have too often filled the 
| air and which do now. We could furnish a fair opportunity to 
| the world to come here and prove anything they had to say. It 
| would be a conservative and a good arrangement. 

We have had all the time this committee, with these very 
powers, except the specific power that will result from the late 
legislation, and many a scheme that otherwise would have de- 
veloped has been prevented by the mere fact that a committee 
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vas here that had the right to call witnesses before them to ex- 
amine into and explode falsehoods that might be told. 

There is no danger, Mr. President, of the Senate or the House 
either suffering by clearing the atmosphere of calumnies that are 
brought by other people and circulated through newspapers. The 
Senator need not put himself at all to the trouble of defending 
the Senate or the House or any member of either body. for I have 
made no such accusation, as the Senator knows. Why he has 
taken the trouble to bring up this matter and put it in the form 
of an accusation made by me I can not understand, unless he has 
got something that he wants to cover up. I have made no such 
allegation at all. My purpose is and has been, as I announced to 
the Senator from Oregon and the Senator from Wisconsin and to 
the Senate, to facilitate the final disposition of this matter. 

Now, we have a bill here in the process of being made into a 
law, which requires the Senate to sit in judgment upon this whole 
transaction when the President gets through with his part 
of the work. If, during the time this matter is proceeding, val- 
uable information can come to the possession of the Senate through 
its committee that will facilitate the action of the Senate upon 
the treaty, if during that time scandals and accusations are 
made that can be exploded by testimony before the committee, 
it can be done and the whole field can be cleared of these difficul- 


ties and incumbrances, so that when the Senate comes to act. 


upon the treaty finally it will have nothing to do but to consider 
ascertained and well-known facts. That is all of it, and in any 
other view of the subject we may be thrown into a cloud of doubt, 
and suspicion may be raised and brought forward at the last 
moment for the purpose of getting still further delay upon this 
movement. 

Mr. President, delay is the only thing that I have ever feared 
about this matter. There are persons in the United States, num- 
bers of them, I think, very large unified interests, that are in 
favor of delay and have always sought for it. No later than 
yesterday I received an account taken from a Costa Rican paper 
of a transaction which has just oecurrred, which shows that 
there is still a large interest concerned in delay. I read a trans- 
lation from La Prensa Libre, a daily newspaper published at San 
José, Costa Rica, dated June 16, 1902, under the head of ‘‘ United 


States.’’ 
SLAVERY OF MARITIME TRAFFIC. 

New York, 13.—The Pacific Mail Steamship.Company has just concluded 
an agreement with the railroad company of the Isthmusof Panama by which 
the latter agrees to deliver to the Pacific Mail, exclusively, all the cargo com- 
ing from North America that is destined for ports north of the Isthmus on 
the western littoral of Central America. 

Now, here is as late as that date an arrangement made which 
shows a combinatiop of the great railroads of this country for 
delay and for postponement. They are opposed to the legislation 
which has been had. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 
ment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. When he was recently upon the floor I 
asked him how many years ago the decree was passed conveying 
the title of the property of the old canal company to the new 
canal company. I understood the honorable Senator to say some 
three years ago. 

Mr. MORGAN. SoI thought. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I wish to call his attention to the record, 
showing that it was in 1894, or some eight years ago. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, Iam willing to admit it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It was in 1894. 

Mr. MORGAN. I had forgotten the date. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the Senator allow me to read a few 
extracts from the record, in order that we may see exactly what 
was done? As the Senator knows, there was a special act passed 
by the French Parliament July 1, 1893, to aid in the reorganiza- 
tion of the canal company. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Senator from Indiana will please suspend. The hour of 2 
‘k having arrived, the Calendar under Rule VIII is in 


m 


May I interrupt the Senator just a mo- 


o'Cloe 
order. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to 
make a request? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam through. 

AGREEMENT WITH KANSAS OR KAW INDIANS OF OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. QUARLES. Pursuant to the unanimous consent of yes- 
terday. I ask that House bill 12597 be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays the bill before 
the Senate. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 12597) to accept, ratify, and 
confirm a proposed agreement submitted by the Kansas or Kaw 
Indians of Oklahoma, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to 


Iam out of the way. 


make a request, as I am obliged to go into conference? 
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Mr. BURTON. What is the order? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order of business is the 


| consideration of the Kaw treaty, unanimous consent having been 


given yesterday. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I rise for information. I intro- 
duced two days ago a resolution, which was laid over at the re- 
quest of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. It isa 
resolution calling for information. I ask if it would be in order 
to call it up now? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks not, for the 
reason that unanimous consent was given yesterday for the con- 
sideration of the bill the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QuARLEs] 
has in charge. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin if he will not 
yield amoment, that that resolution for information may be con- 
sidered? 

Mr. QUARLES. Allow me to say to the Senator that this isa 
very short measure. As far as I know, there is not any objection 
to it, there are no amendments, and, if the Senator will bear 
with us, it will be out of the way in a very few moments, 

Mr. MONEY. I was not aware of the length of time the Sen- 
ator proposed to consume in discussing or considering this bill. 
Of course he has the floor. 

Mr. QUARLES. Ido not presume there will be the least dis- 
cussion upon it. 

TAX ON TOBACCO. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the amendment of the House of Representatives to a bill, the 
title of which will be read, and calls the attention of the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to it. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 3896) to amend section 3362 of the 
Revised Statutes. relating to tobacco. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the amendments of the House may 
be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

On page 2, after line 15, insert as a separate section: 

“Sec. 2. That the last paragraph of section 3394 of the Revised Statutes, as 
amended by the 10th section of the act of July 24, 1887, is hereby further 
amended so as to read as follows: 

**No packages of manufactured tobacco, snuff, cigars, or cigarettes, pre- 
scribed by law, shall be permitted to have packed in, or attached to, or con 
nected with, them, nor affixed to, branded, stamped, marked, written, or 
printed upon them, any paper, certificate, or instrument purporting to be or 
represent a ticket, chance, share or interest in, or dependent upon, the event 
of a lottery, nor any indecent or immoral picture, representation, print, or 
words; and any violation of the provisions of this paragraph shall subject the 
offender to the penalties and punishments provided by section 3456 of the 
Revised Statutes.’”’ 

Amend the title so as to read: . 

“An act to amend sections 3362 and 3894 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, relating to tobacco.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SPANISH TREATY CLAIMS COMMISSION. 


Mr. LODGE. I should be very glad indeed if I cam make a re- 
quest. I desire to ask that the vote by which the Senate on 
March 11 disagreed to the conference report on the bill (H. R. 
8586) to vest in the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission certain 
powers possessed by circuit and district courts of the United 
States be reconsidered. 

The bill passed both Houses, and there was an agreement in 
conference. The House accepted the report, and the Senate, on 
the suggestion of the chairman, disagreed to it, but the Commis 
sion feel that it is very desirable the bill should pass as originally 
agreed to in conference. My purpose is to get the papers back 
and ask for an agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts moves that the vote by which the Senate disagreed to the 
conference report on the bill (H. R. 8586) to vest in the Spanish 
Treaty Claims Commission certain powers possessed by circuit 
and district courts of the United States be reconsidered, and that 
the House be requested to return the papers to the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


APPEALS FROM SPANISH CLAIMS COMMISSION. 


Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin to yield in order that I may make a motion which will not be 
subject to debate at all. 

Mr. QUARLES. Hereafter, Mr. President, I shall have to de- 
cline to yield, but I yield to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. PETTUS. I move that the bill (H. R. 12764) amending 
the act of March 2, 1901, entitled ‘‘An act to carry into effect the 
stipulations of article 7 of the treaty between the United States 
and Spain,” ete., which is a bill granting an appeal from the 
Spanish Claims Commission to the Supreme Court of the United 

| States on questions of law, be made the unfinished business for 
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this day after the present bill has been considered and after the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. DEBor] has addressed the Senate, 





subject to any conference reports or 

Mr. ALDRICH. I feel constrained to object tothat. 

Mr. ELKINS. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to me? 

Mr. QUARLES. For what purpose? 

Mr. ELKINS. I wish to give notice. 

Mr. PETTUS. I did not understand the Senator from Rhode 
Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object to the request. 

Mr. PETTUS. There was no request made; it was a motion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The motion is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would state to the 
Senator from Alabama that under the rules a motion would not 
be in order. It would have to be in the form of wnanimous-con- 
sentagreement. The Chair will suggest further to the Senator 
from Alabama that when the Kaw treaty bill is through the mo- 
tion would be im order. 


Mr. PETTUS. The Senator from West Virginia has given a | 


notice, and I will not interfere with him. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- | 


sin yield to the Senator from West Virginia for the purpose of 
giving a notice? 

Mr. QUARLES. Very well. 

ADMISSION OF CUBA. 

Mr. ELKINS. I wish to give notice that on Monday, after 
the routine morning business, I should like to submit some re- 
marks on the joint resolution (S. R. 115) providing for the ad- 
mission of the Republic of Cuba into the Union as a new State. 


AGREEMENT WITH KANSAS OR KAW INDIANS OF OKLAHOMA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- | 
eration of the bill (H. R. 12597) te aeceept, ratify, and confirm a | 


proposed agreement submitted by the Kansas or Kaw Indians of 
Oklahoma, and for other purposes. 

Mr. QUARLBES. Lask that the formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with and that it be simply read for amendment. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair | 


hears none. 
The Seeretary read the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 
ORDERS OF GOVERNOR-GENERAL OF CUBA, 


Mr. MONEY. I wish to call from the table the resolution in- 
troduced by me a few days ago calling for certain information 
from the Secretary of War. The resolution went over at the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], but I have 
had a consultation with that Senator, and he has withdrawn his 
objection to the resolution. I should like to have it considered 
and passed at this time. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I did not hear the statement of 
the Senator from Mississippi. Was it that the Senator from Wis- 
consin had withdrawn his objection? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. All right. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate, at the request of the Senator from Mississippi, the resolution 
submitted by him; which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Monry 
on the 25th instant, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the honorable Secretary of War be, and is 
hereby, directed to furnish to the Senate at his earliest convenience copies of 
all orders, — and eon. issued by the governor-general of Cuba from 
date of the beginning of his administration up to May 20, 1202. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
REPRINT OF A DOCUMENT. 


Mr. MONEY. Iask for the reprinting of a document by Dr. 
Arthur McDonald. I hold in my hand the proof sheets of the 
first print. The number already printed is not sufficient to meet 
the very great demand which has arisen for it by scientific people 
all over the world. I ask to have reprinted whatever additional 
number of copies may be printed under the law limiting the cost 
of printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The limit is $500. 

Mr. MONEY. Iask that whatever number of copies can be 
printed for that sum shall be ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. CARMACK, I wish to renew the request I made on yes- 
terday to print certain matter in the Recorp in connection with 
the speech heretofore delivered by me. It is a publication in the 


New York Post giving the record of courts-martial in the Philip- 
pines, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent to print in the Rucorp the matter re- 
ferred to by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. McCOMAS. As a document? 

Mr. CARMACK. -No; I wish to have it printed in the Recorp 
in connection with my speech. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Are these excerpts from the testimony taken 


| before the Committee on the Philippines which the Senator de- 


sires to have printed in the Recorp? 
Mr. CARMACK. Yes. I desire to have the matter printed in 
| the RECORD. 
Mr. McCOMAS. I have no objection. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair hears no objection; 
and the order is made. 


FP, Y. RAMSAY. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 11273) to pay F. Y. Ramsay, heir at 
law and distributee of the late Joseph Ramsay, $430.42 for bal- 
ance due the said Joseph Ramsay as collector of customs and su- 
perintendent of lights in the district of Plymouth, N. C. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Treasurer 
of the United States to pay $430.42 to F. Y. Ramsay, heir at law 
and distributee-ef the late Joseph Ramsay, being balance due to 
Joseph Ramsay, deceased, as collector of customs and superintend- 
ent of lights in the district of Plymouth, N. C., from March 1, 
1859, to April 30, 1861. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


P. A. M’CLAIN, 


Mr. BURROWS. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8209) for the relief of P. A. 
MeClain, to report it favorably withoutamendment. I ask unan- 
imous consent for its immediate consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
| Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
| of the Treasury to pay to P. A. MeClain, collector of internal 
revenue at Philadelphia, Pa., $366, the amount deposited in the 
Treasury of the United States by P. A. McClain in payment for 
| adhesive revenue stamps issued to him in the months of June and 
July, 1898, by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and not 
received, sold, or accounted for by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DUPLICATE CERTIFICATES OF DISCHARGE, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 97) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to furnish duplicate certificates of discharge, to 
report it favorably with amendments. It is a very short bill and 
will occupy but a few moments. I ask unanimous consent for its 
| present consideration. . 

There being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Military Affairs 
were, in line 10, before the words ‘‘ of such,’’ to strike out ‘‘ du- 
plicate ’’ and insert ‘‘ certificate; ’’ in the same line, after the word 
‘**such,’’ to strike out ‘‘ certificate of;’’ and in line 11, after the 
words ‘‘ as a,’’ to strike out ‘‘ duplicate ’’ and insert “a certificate 
in lieu of a lost or destroyed discharge;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That whenever satisfactory proof shall be furnished to 
the War Department that any officer or enlisted man who has been or shall 
hereafter be honorably discharged from the military service of the United 
States. has lost his certificate of discharge, or the same has been destroyed 
without his privity or procurement, the Secretary of War shall be authorized 
to furnish to such officer or enlisted man, or to the widow of such officer or 
enlisted man, a certificate of such discharge, to be indelibly marked, so that 
it may be known as a certificate in lieu of a lost or destroyed discharge: Pro- 
vided, That such certificate shall not be accepted as a voucher for the pay- 
| ment of any claim against the United States for pay, bounty, or other allow- 
ance, or as evidence in any other case. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. ; 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the 
Secretary of War to furnish certificates in lieu of lost or destroyed 
discharges.”’ : f a 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am instructed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom were referred the fi lowing bills on the 
same subject, to ask to be discharged from their further consid- 
eration, and that they be postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 3931) to amend an act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act 
authorizing the Secretary of War to furnish a Cuplicate certifi- 
cate of discharge when same has heen lost;’’ and 
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A bill (S. 2427) to amend section 1 of an act authorizing the 
Secretary of War to furnish a duplicate certificate of discharge 
where the same has been lost, approved March 8, 1873. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills will be postponed 
indefinitely, in the absence of objection. 

HAWAIIAN INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Iask unanimous consent that the resolution 
submitted by me on the 13th instant may be now taken up and 
considered. I will state that when this resolution was before the 
Senate the other day the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH] made some criticism regarding it. I have framed a sub- 
stitute which meets the approval of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, and which, I think, will meet the approval of the Senate. 
I send the substitute to the desk and ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution submitted by 
the Senator from Oregon on the 13th instant will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to investigate, inquire into, and ascertain 
the general condition of the islands of Hawaii, the administration of the 
affairs thereof, the area, condition, quality,and value of the public lands, 
the leasing, selling, or disposing thereof,and to make such recommendations 
as may be deemed necessary; toinvestigate and ascertain the area, condition. 
quality, and value of the crown lands, the rents, issues, or other revenues or 
——— received therefrom since January 17, 1893, whether or not the 
ormer Queen of said islands now possesses any legal or equitable right, title, 
or interest in or to the same, or whether said Queen has any claim against 
the United States, legal or equitable, by reason of having parted heretofore 
with her title therein; the granting of franchises or other privileges; the 
question of immigration; the condition of labor therein, and to inquire into 
and report upon all other necessary matters pertaining to the executive, 
legislative, judicial, educational, tax, school, financial, and other systems 
thereof. 

For the purposes aforesaid said committee, or a subcommittee thereof, 
appointed by the chairman, shall have power to send for persons and papers, 
to visit the islands, to administer oaths, to sit during the recess of Congress, 
and said committee shall report at the beginning of the next session of Con- 
gress the result of its investigations; the expenses of said investigation to be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I now ask that the substitute for the resolu- 
tion, which I have sent to the desk, may be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to investigete the general condition of the 
islands of Hawaii and the administration of the affairs thereof, and for the 
purposes aforesaid said committee, or a subcommittee thereof, appointed by 
the chairman, shall have power to send for persons and papers, to visit the 
islands, to administer oaths, to sit during the recess of Congress, and said 
cominittee shall report at the beginning of the next session of Congress the 
result of its investigations; the expenses of said investigation to be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Was the original resolution 
reported from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; it was reported by the Senator from 
Nevada {| Mr. JONEs]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute for the resolution presented by 
the Senator from Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


EXAMINATION DRUGS. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam directed by the Committee on Fi- 





OF 


nance, to whem was referred the bill (S. 6298) to amend section | 


2743 of the Revised Statutes of the United States concerning the 
examination of drugs, to report it favorably without amendment. 
It is a very short bill, and I ask unanimous consent for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to so amend 
section 2743 of the Revised Statutes that the special examiner of 
drugs, medicines, chemicals, chemical preparations, dyes, dye- 
stuffs, paints, oils, varnishes, and other similar articles, at Phila- 
delphia, Pa., shall receive a salary of $1,800 per annum, and shall 
be paid each year quarterly. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, 

WILLIAM S. HOSACK. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask the Senator from Kentucky to yield to 
me to secure the passage of a bill of only a few lines. 

Mr. DEBOE. I do not wish to detain the Senate by yielding to 
Senators. 

Mr. PENROSE. 
favor. 

Mr. DEBOE. 


I think I shall be the last Senator to ask the 


I will yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania, 


but I must refuse after that. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





| same political party, as those of the State board could be. 





JUNE 28, 





Mr. PENROSE. I thank the Senator. I desire to call up the 
bill (H. R. 2487) granting an increase of pension to William §, 
Hosack. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of William S. Hosack, late of Company 
G, Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELECTION OF UNITED STATES SENATORS. 


Mr. DEBOE. Mr. President, I ask that the amendment which 
I offered a few days ago to House joint resolution No. 41, propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States to 
elect Senators by popular vote, be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the amendment indicated by the Senator from Kentucky, 
which will be read: 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. DEBOE to the joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 41) proposing an amendment to the Constitution providing for 
the election of Senators of the United States, viz: Insert the fe Sontue: 

“The qualifications of citizens entitled to vote for United States Senators 
and Representatives in Congress shall be uniform in all the States, and Con- 
gress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate legislation, and 
to provide for the registration of citizens entitled to vote, the conduct of 
such elections, and the certification of the result.” 


Mr. PETTUS. I desire to know if it is proposed to take any 
action on the amendment which has just been read? 

Mr. DEBOE. It is not my purpose to ask the Senate to take 
any action on the matter at present. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
simply desires to address the Senate. 

Mr. DEBOE. Mr. President, some days ago, when this proposi- 
tion was before the Senate for discussion, my distinguished friend 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] took occasion to 
refer to the recent gubernatorial contest in and the election laws of 
the State of Kentucky. No one regrets, Mr. President, the past 
political affairs of my State more thanIdo. There is nota better 
people in any State in this Union than live in the Bluegrass State. 
They are a chivalrous, patriotic, and liberty-loving people. It is 
not my purpose this evening toindulge in any unpleasant things, 
although I realize that few States in this Union have gone through 
such political upheavals as we have in the State of Kentucky. I 
would much prefer to say something kind about each and every 
citizen of that State than to say anything against anyone that 
would reflect upon him in any sense whatever. And it is not my 
purpose this evening in discussing the proposition to reflect upon 
anyone. But when a duty is thrust upon me I can not well 
afford to run away from it. 

I have not invited this proposition to the Senate of the United 
States. I was here when the political excitement was at its 
highest in the State, and I refused, after consulting with some of 
the ablest and the wisest Senators on both sides of the Chamber, 
after many unkind insinuations had been made, both by individ- 
uals and through the press, to say anything upon the subject. 
But I have passed through all of that and care but little about it. 

My friend claims that the election law which was in force in 
1899 in that State, known as the Goebel law, was a fair and just 
measure. Idonotclaim that forthelaw. Ithink it wasa vicious 
and corrupt measure. In brief, the law provided that the legis- 
lature should elect three State commissioners, known as the State 
board of election commissioners, with the power to act as a can- 
vassing board and to certify the result as to who was elected on 
the face of the returns. The board also had the power of a con- 
test board. It wasa self-perpetuating machine. It had the power 
to fill vacancies, when they occurred, by the remaining member 
or members of the board. 

The State board appointed a county board of election commis- 
sioners, consisting of three persons, and they could all be Pw 

118 
county board had the power to act as a canvassing board, and 


The Senator from Kentucky 


| also in certain cases to act as a contest board. 


The county boards appointed the county election officers in each 
and every one of the counties in the State, and while the law pro- 
vided that they should be equally divided between the two leading 
parties, yet if this board saw fit to appoint unworthy, treacherous, 
or incompetent persons there was no way to prevent it. Under 
the law the actions of the board, notwithstanding the statement 
of my distinguished friend, were made final and conclusive; that 
is, of the State board and of the county boards. ; 

Mr. President, instead of being a law to prevent fraud, as its 
friends claim for it, it was a law to create frauds in elections, 
and there were more frauds practiced under the operation of 
that law when it was in existence in the State of Kentucky than 
were ever committed in that State since it came into the Union. 








1902. 
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It simply took from the people the right of self-government. It 
struck down the very fundamental principles of democratic and 


republican forms of government. It wasa menace to our free 
institutions. It put within the hands and the power of one party 
the control of the affairs of that State, regardless of the will of 
the majority. 

Now, Mr. President, when the effort was made to enact that 
law there was a bitter protest against it throughout the State, 
not only in the Republican party, but in the Democratic party. 
Hundreds and thousands of the best men in that party protested 
bitterly against the enactment of that measure, and it was only 
passed by the severe use of the party lash. 

If it was fair, as my friends claim it was, I want to ask this 
question: Would they have been willing to have intrusted that 
law into the hands of the Republicans of that State or into the 
hands of the Republicans of New York, Indiana, Ohio, Missis- 
sippi, Tennessee, or any other State of this Union, and to have 
given the Democrats no more chance to protect their rights than 
that law gave the Republicans of Kentucky to protect theirs? I 
think the answer would be unanimously ‘‘ No.’’ 

Now, Mr. President, I have a statement here as to the nature 
of the frauds in the First Congressional district, which is largely 
Democratic, and also a comparison between the votes of the First 
and the Eleventh Congressional districts in the years 1895 and 
1896, which I desire to submit for printing without being read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection; 
the matter will be printed in the REcorD. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

To show the utter absurdity of the charge that frauds in the Eleventh 
district in 1896 justified the passage of the Goebel bill we append a table 
showing the Democratic and Republican vote in the First and Eleventh dis- 
tricts in 1896 and compare that vote with the one of 18%. The same count 
judges who appointed the election officers in 189% appointed them in 1896. 
The anges per cent of Republican gains in the Eleventh was 60 per cent in 
Bell, and the next largest was 40 per cent in Russell, while the Democrats 
were given gains of 70 per cent in Clinton, 66 per cent in Pulaski, 60 per cent 
in Letcher, 53 per cent in Whitley, 52 per cent in Laurel, etc. The a 
Republican gain was 27 per cent, and that of the Democrats 38 per cent. In 
the First district the Democratic gains were 166 per cent in Carlisle, 151 per 
cent in Hickman, 187 per cent in Marshall, 131 per cent in Ballard, 107 per 
cent in Graves, 102 per cent in McCracken, etc., while the Republican gains 
were 143 per centin Fulton, 115 per cent in Hickman, 62 per cent in Ballard, 
etc. The ees Democratic gains for the district was r cent, and the 
average Republican gains was 35 per cent. In the Eleventh district Repub- 
lican election officers gave the Democrats 11 per cent greater gains than were 
given tothe Republicans; but in the First district Democratic election officers 
rave the Democrats 61 per cent greater gains than were given to the Repub- 
icans. No comments are necessary. 


Mr. DEBOE. Mr. President, some of the ablest Democrats in 
that State denounced the measure in the strongest terms. Some 
of the Senator’s own friends denounced it as unfair and unjust, 
and I call them to testify as to whether what I have said is true 
oris not. While it was pending in the Senate of Kentucky one 
of the leaders in the Democratic party in that body, Senator 
Bronston, said of the bill: 

‘*Upon the repeated demand of the Democrats of my district 
twice publicly refused, I resigned the office of Commonwealth’s 
attorney, allowed my successor to earn and draw $11,000 salary, 
which otherwise would have been mine; gave up my lucrative 
law practice and came to this Senate to serve my party and 
friends in an effort to elect Jo Blackburn to the United States 
Senate. 

‘The present law passed by a Democratic general assembly— 

That is the old law— 

“and its essential recognition of the rights and power of the peo- 
ple to rule and govern themselves locally, sanctified by an ex- 
perience of a century, authorizes the people in each of the 119 
counties of the Commonwealth to elect by popular vote a county 
judge, who with restrictions and under heavy penalties, and sub- 
ject to revision by the courts, appoints the officers of election. 
Under the proposed law this is repealed, and three State commis- 
sioners to be elected by this general assembly shall appoint three 
commissioners from each county, with right of removal and 
change at any time and without cause. This county board of 


commissioners shall in lieu of the county judge appoint all offi- | 


cers of election, whom they may remove and change at any time, 
and without cause, subject to no revision and liable to no penalties. 
The present law provides that the county judge, county clerk, 
and sheriff, if not candidates, shall canvass the returns, with 
limited powers as now defined by the courts, and subject to heavy 
penalties, even to dismissal from office, for violating the law or 
failing to discharge their duty, and whose certified result is sub- 
ject to revision by the courts of the county and appellate court. 
Under the proposed law the county boards of commissioners ex- 
amine returns by election officers, certify results without any 
penalty named in the law or any power of revision by the courts. 
The present law provides for boards of contest before sworn 
officers of the law, guarded by prescribed forms and subject to 
right of appeal to the courts of the land. The proposed law gives 
the sole power of determining contests to these irresponsible and 











partisan boards, without any expressed form, restrictions, or 
penalties. ”’ 

No majority would ever submit without bloodshed to such des- 
potism, and by the provisions of this bill you invite resort to force 
and greater frauds. 

Law-abiding and peace-loving citizens may have submitted to 
many frauds practiced by each party in elections, committed un- 
der pretense of fairness and equality by men occupying official 
positions; yet if you confront them with a machine, the avowed 
purpose of which is to carry the election for its favored candidate, 
how can you expect tame submission? Popular indignation would 


| desert the party, and resist the power of such a triumvirate, by 


acting and voting with political opponents. 
Mr. President, everything that Senator Bronston said in regard 
to that lawistrue. The prophecies that he made have come true. 
But I desire to call the attention of the Senate to what another 
distinguished Democrat said of that measure while it was pend- 
ing before the legislature. I say he is a distinguished Democrat 
because he has been the leader for many years of the Democrats 


| of the South. Heis now being suggested as the Democratic nom- 


inee for President. of the United States in 1904. Whether my 
friends Grover Cleveland and Mr. Bryan will honor him with that 
great position I can not say. I refer to the Hon. Henry Watter- 
son, editor of the Louisville Courier-Journal. The following edi- 
torial appeared in the Courier-Journal of February 25, 1898, and 
needs no comment: 

‘** The people may well stand aghast before the revolutionary elec- 
tion bill which has, like some dread monster, suddenly emerged 


| from the fastnesses of passion and error through which the legis- 


lature has been threading its tortuous way. It is safe to say that 
the annals of free government will be sought in vain for anything 
approaching it in shameless effrontery and unconcealed deformity. 
The records of reconstruction furnish nothing to compare with it. 
The Brownlow despotism in Tennessee was considered tolerably 
reckless and tolerably thorough in its day, but the Brownlow des- 
— at its worst ventured upon nothing so boldly, wholly bad 
as this. 

‘**In all the force bills meditated by the radicals in Congress 
during the dark days of reconstruction there were discernible 
some pretense and pretext, some lingering memory of Repub- 
lican instincts and traditions. Even in the plebiscites of Louis 
Napoleon there was the outer display of a just electoral process 
and purpose. This force bill gives the voters of Kentucky not a 
ray of hope. It makes no claim or show of fairness. 
exclusively in the hands of three irresponsible persons to be 
named by the authors of the measure itself the entire electoral 
machinery of the State. That is the whole of it. In one word 
and at one fell swoop Kentucky is to become the subject of a tri- 
umvirate which is to decide who’ shall hold office and who shall 
not. Nominally, the people are to be permitted still to go through 
the form of elections. They are to be permitted still to vote. 
The ballot box is not actually abolished, but the triumvirate is, 
in = and every case, to cast up the returns and determine the 
result. 

‘*Naturally, the question recurs, Why three commissioners 
when one would serve the purpose quite as well? Thrift being 
the order of the day, why not an act naming a single commis- 
sioner to cast a single vote for the entire State, as is sometimes 
done in local board meetings? Why waste the hard-earned money 
of the tax payer on a triumvirate, when a dictator would come 
so much cheaper? 

**But the Goebel bill will never be enacted into law. The 
Democrats of Kentucky have not sunk so low as that. There is 
a limit even to the fury of factional passion. There are bounds 
set upon the prosperous rapacity of sectional leadership. The 
people can not have gone completely and incurably mad. There 
is yet some grace left in the manhood of Kentucky to rise in its 
might, and to say to this wicked attempt to steal its birthright 
of freedom in open day and before its very eyes, ‘‘I forbid! ”’ 

** The time is short, but everywhere throughout Kentucky there 
should be public meetings held to protest, and to send delegations 
to Frankfort to protest against this monstrous usurpation of 
power by a few unscrupulous and designing men. If this be not 
done, and done quickly and decisively, then are free elections and 
free government at an end in Kentucky, and the State given over 
into the keeping of a clique of self-appointed party managers, not 
to be recovered by the people short of a political revolution. With 
the machinery of this Goebel bill in his hands, Mr. Goebel becomes 
as completely master of the situation in Kentucky as Diaz in 
Mexico, or Menelek in Abyssinia.’’ 

In another editorial in the Courier-Journal of March 1, 1898, he 
said: 

** We republish this morning from the issue of the Courier-Jour- 
nalfor Friday, February 11, the Goebel election bill in full. The 
statement that the Courier-Journal has not published itis as false 
as the statements relating to us usually are. The pretense that 
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we are afraid to publish it is answered by the act itself. Itisa 
simple machine for turning over all the elections in Kentucky to 
a centralized despotism at Frankfort, consisting of three commis- 
sioners, to be elected by this legislature, and having absolute 
power to determine who shall hold office and who shall not dur- 
ing their four years’ term of incumbency. Thisis not only usur- 
pation of power, it is revolution in its broadest sense. It is not 
merely a force bill, it is a radical despotism. It disfranchises 
every voter in the State whom the triumvirate at Frankfort, or 
their satraps in the counties, see fit or find it needful to disfran- 
chise. At one fell swoop it abolishes free elections in Kentucky. 
If any man doubt this, there is the bill before hiseyes. If he dis- 

ute it, he proclaims himself equally a conspirator and falsifier. 
Nothing worse than this—more shameless, barefaced, and abso- 
lute bas ever been suggested in all the annals of reconstruction, 
‘radicalism, or misrule in any age or any country. If the people of 
Kentucky submit to it, then they are a race of slaves, and will 
merit all the woes and ruin it brings them, including the herald- 
ing of their name as slaves and the proud name of the old Com- 
monwealth as a byword to the ends of the earth.”’ 

Mr. President, every word that was said of that measure in 
the editorial is true, and the prophecies and the suggestions made 
by Mr. Watterson have also come true. 


Notwithstanding my Democratic friends claim that the law was | 


just and fair, after the election in 1899, Mr. Beckham was forced 
by his own party friends to call an extra session of the legisla- 
ture, either to repeal or modify the law, and the legislature did 
modify the law to some extent. It was under this law (Goebel 
law) that the election of 1899 in Kentucky was held. The Repub- 
licans nominated Gen. W. 8S. Taylor and the Democrats Senator 
William Goebel for governor. 

The campaign wa sone of unpleasantness, one of great strife. 
There was bitter feeling in the Democratic party against their 
nominee. It is not my purpose to go into a detailed account of 
the causes of this feeling against him, but it is true, known of all 
men in that State, that he had his bitter enemies and they were 
within the Democratic party. Some of them were made by an 


unfortunate occurrence between Mr. Goebel and a citizen of that | 
| machinery of the State is an adjunct to the political organization. 


State. The methods pursued by him and his friends to secure 


the nomination created the greatest excitement that was ever | 
It | 
| elected under the most unjust apportionment law that ever dis- 


witnessed in the State over the nomination of any candidate. 
was claimed that he received his nomination by foul means, by 
the aid and assistance of the mayor of Louisville and the sheriff 
and the police. He had large bodies of policemen in the conven- 
tion to aid him. That accusation was made all over the State. 
It split the Democratic party in twain, and the inde 
ment nominated ex-Governor John Young Brown, who received 
over 12,000 votes at the polls. Among his supporters were some 
of the best and ablest men of that State. They were the friends 
of Mr. Bryan, and they were Democrats tried and true. 


The feeling between these two elements of the Democratic | 


party, as I have said, was most intense, and the methods pursued 
in the conduction of the election by the friends of Mr. Goebel 
were ofa corrupt nature. 
commit frauds that are known to elections in this country. 
When they saw fit totake advantage by removing election officers, 
they did it. In many places they refused to give the Republicans 
representation in the election officers, and they were absolutely at 
the mercy of their enemies in that contest. I have not. time to go 
into all of those details, and I am not going intothem. But in 
Covington, Mr. Goebel’s home, his friends put Republican elec- 
tion officers out of the polls by armed force, as they did all over 
the State. 

But my distinguished colleague, in discussing the Goebel bill 
the other day, criticised the distinguished Senator from New 


York {[Mr. DePEW]| because he had not read the CONGRESSIONAL | 
| that language as being unfair and unjust. 


RECORD in the Moss-Rhea contest in the other House. I read 
from the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of April 11, page 4239. My 
colleague, after he had discussed the question to some extent, 
used this language: 

‘* Before I pass from it I would inform the Senator what he has 
probably neither read nor heard. If he will take up the ConGREs- 
SEONAL RECORD he will find that within the last fortnight a con- 
tested-election case was brought in the other House of Congress. 
It was elaborately argued by three Republican members of the 
House Committee on Elections, three men who ought to be among 
the best equipped and ablest in that body because of their assign- 
ment to service on that committee, three men who I think are 
among the ablest and best equipped of the House membership to 
discuss such a question. 

‘It was argued at length, and not oneof the Republicans taking 
part in the discussion of that election contest, as shown by the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, though the Goebel law was the very 
foundation of the contention, ever charged, ever said, or ever in- 
timated that that was not a fair election law, but upon the con- 
trary they admitted that it was. 


ndent ele- | 


They resorted to all of the means to | 





| 





cussed it. 


“‘T am not traveling out of the record. Iam not referring to 
matters that have taken place inthe other House. I am speaking 
of the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorD as it is printed and laid upon the 
desk of every Senator for his own information and instruction. 
Not a man who took part on the Republican side in the debate of 
the Rhea-Moss contest in the House ever dared to charge or to 
intimate that the Goebel election law was lacking in justice or 
wanting in fairness. How could they when the supreme court 


| of the State had upheld it and the Supreme Court of the United 


States had upheld the opinion of Kentucky’s court?’’ 

I do not doubt for one moment but what my distinguished 
friend believed that he was quoting correctly from the members 
who discussed that election. Mr. Powers, of Maine, was one of 
the members of the committee who discussed the Rhea-Moss con- 
test. This is from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of March 24, 1902. 
He said: 

‘* The law permitted them to select the Republicans that they 
saw fit to choose. The law under which this election was held, 
and which had been repealed, but which remained in force until 
this election was held, did not permit the Republicans or any 
minority party to present the name of a man who was to repre- 
sent them on that board, and if you will let the opposing party 
in almost any State select as the Democratic members of a board 
those whom I choose to call Democrats and to have them act as 
they did in all the precincts—men in many cases unfit, and who 
knew nothing about the laws of election—I think it will have no 


| great trouble to get votes not counted or thrown out as they were 


in this case.”’ 

Nowhere in that speech does he intimate that the Goebel law 
was fair or just, but he characterizes it as I have read from him. 
In one sentence he referred to the Kentucky election law; but 
that was the law that regulated and controlled the qualification 
of voters, and not the methods by which elections were conducted. 
The Goebel law was an amendment to the old law. Not a soli- 
tary word can be found there where he admitted that that law 
was fair or just. But there was another Republican who dis- 
Mr. Boremneé, from Kentucky, said: 

‘Under the operation of the Goebel election law the election 


The central board, composed of three State commissioners, are a 
partisan political body elected by the legislature, which itself is 


graced the statute books of any one of the forty-five great Com- 
monwealths of the Federal Union, an apportionment that dis- 
franchises one-half the Republican voters of Kentucky. Accord- 
ing to the showing of the Democratic board in Kentucky Mr. 
Beckham carried the election for governor by 3,500 majority; but 


| out of 100 members of the State legislature the Republicans have 


26 and the Democrats 74. How do you figure this? It is by mak- 


| ing the Republican districts twice, and in some instances three 


times, as large as Democratic districts. 
‘* Now, Mr. Speaker, from this partisan State board emanates al! 


| power in Kentucky to hold elections, make returns thereof, to can- 


vass and tabulate the votes, and try and dispose of contested-election 
cases, except the legislature itself is the board of trial of con- 
tested cases for governor and lieutenant-governor. The power 
goes out from the State commissioners through the county com- 
missioners, to the officers in the precincts, who are clothed with 
the authority and charged with the duty of holding elections. 
These creatures of the parent board hold the elections and report 
back, through the county commissioners, to their masters. 

** The State commissioners have the right at any time to remove 
the county commissioners and appoint others in their stead.”’ 

Mr. President, there is not a line nor a word in that speech of 
Mr. Boreing’s, who discussed the Rhea-Moss contest, intimating 
that the Goebel law was fair and just, but he characterizes it in 


There was one other member who diseussed that measure and 
— was on the committee, Mr. Gaines of West Virginia. He 
said: : 

‘Tt is not to be forgotten in this case that the contestant pro- 
ceeded in the election in Kentucky under great and grave disad- 
vantages. The committee in this case had hoped, in view of the 
fact that there were enough ballots here to settle this controversy 
by a mere count, to be relieved of the necessity of going into the 
question of the Goebel election law—that fraud at the very source 
of elections in the State of Kentucky—as well as to be relieved of 
the necessity of going into the question of fraud at the election 
under that law. But since so much has been made of it, let me 
for a moment call the attention of the House to the Goebel elec- 
tion law. 

‘ That law provides, in the first place, that a partisan body shall 
be elected by the legislature, consisting of two Democrats and one 
Republican—not a Republican of Republican selection— 

He was mistaken. They were all Democrats— 

“but of Democratic selection. It provides that these three shall, 
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in every county in the State, appoint an election board, of which 
the Democratic party has contol—giving that party control in 
every county in the State. And that election board does what? 
It appoints election officers, and the law requires that the Repub- 
licans shall have representation among the election officers, but 
it does not require that they shall have representation of their 
own choice.”’ 

Mr. President, these are the three Republican members who 
discussed that measure. I will be very glad if the Senator can 
show me one line or one word where either one of them claimed 
or charged that that law was fair or just. Each and every one 
of them denounced the law as being unfair and unjust. 

I said a while ago that the political contest over the guberna- 
torial race was very bitter, and it was. My distinguished friend 
complained very much about the militia being called out in the 
city of Louisville. It is true that they were called out on the 


day of election. He was speaking of the grounds of contest and | 


of the question of tissue or thin ballots, and he then said: 

“The vote of the city of Louisville was protested, but on 
another ground altogether, and that was because a Republican 
governor of the State of Kentucky, Mr. William O. Bradley, left 
his office in Frankfort, trampled the provisions of the constitu- 


tion beneath his feet, shipped a lot of Gatling guns and collected | 


soldiers in the city of Louisville, and issued a proclamation de- 
claring that on the day of election he himself, in violation of the 


plainest mandate of the constitution, would take command of | 


his military and take charge of the polls of the city of Louisville.’’ 
Governor Bradley was invited to the city of Louisville on Sat- 
urday before the election to make some speeches. He came and 


made those speeches. He remained over until Monday and was | 


requested by some of his friends to speak at the Auditorium on 


Monday night before the election. The excitement in the city 


was intense. The people of that city had witnessed in the past 
several very serious riots. 

| wish to state now that for more than twenty years it had been 
the custom in the eity of Louisville to put some of the militia in 
the armory on the day of election, as the testimony of Democrats 
and Republicans in the record shows, and it is not denied by a 
single individual. 

At the suggestion and the earnest request of hundreds of citi- 


zens of that city the governor placed some of the militia in the | 


armory for the purpose of protecting the people in their rights, 
as the laws of the State gave him the right to do, and he did not 
put them there until he was thoroughly convineed that it was his 
duty to do so, as the evidence in the record in that contested case 


she WS. 


Now, what does the law provide? The Senator said the law | 


provided that the governor shall direct the officer in charge of 
nilitia to report to certain civil officers—to the county judge, or 
the sheriff, or the coroner if the sheriff is not in the county. He 
was mistaken in quoting the law. The right to call out the mi- 


litia in the State of Kentucky is found in section 2672 of the Ken- | 


tucky statutes of 1899, which were in force when this election 
was held: 

‘Sec. 2672. GOVERNOR MAY ORDER MILITIA INTO SERVICE.—It 
shall be the duty of the governor, whenever he may deem it 


necessary for the safety or welfare of the Commonwealth, or | 


when any actual or threatened imvasion, insurrection, domestic 
violence, or other danger to the public interest make it neces- 


sary to employ force in aid of the civil power of the government | 


for the enforcement of the law, or to preserve the peace and se- 


curity of the rights and lives or property of the citizens, to order | 


into active service so much of the State guard or military force 


of the Commonwealth as he may deem necessary. The State | 


guard can only be ordered into service by the governor.”’ 

There the governor had the right to call out the militia. In 
section 2674 we find the officer to whom it is the duty of the com- 
manding officer of the militia to report: 

When in active service the governor may— 

Not ‘‘shall”’— 
direct the commanding officer of the military force to report to any one 
of the followine- nasal officers of the district in which the said force is 
employed: Mayor of a city, sheriff, jailer, or marshal. 

It was in the discretion of the governor as to whether he would 
direct the commanding officer of the militia to report to any civil 
officer. He had a right to take into consideration the situation. 
He had filed before him many affidavits showing that it would 
be unwise and unsafe to have the commanding officer of the 
militia report to the mayor, the sheriff, or the jailer. The peo- 
ple of the city of Louisville witnessed and realized the part which 
they took in the primaries of that city prior to the election as 
well as the part they took in the convention which nominated 
the Democratic candidates. 

The feeling between the two wings of the Democratic party was 
one of the greatest excitement. 

The Senator says that the governor issued a proclamation that 
he would take charge of the polls on the day of election. I will 





| read the only proclamation that I ever saw or heard of coming 
| from the governor, and it was in a letter addressed to Mr. Willson. 
On page 27, of the transcript of the record, Volume II of that 
| contested case, we find the letter of the governor to Hon. A. E. 
| Willson, of Louisville, on Monday evening: 

| ‘* Hon, A, E. WiLLson. 


**My Dear Sir: In view of the intense public excitement now 
| prevailing in this city, and the fact that numerous affidavits of 
| good citizens have been filed with me showing that there is great 

danger of riot and bloodshed and that citizens will be prevented 
| by foree and fraud from exercising their right in this city 
to-morrow, and in view of the further fact that I have been and 
will be called upon to act as chief police-officer of the Common- 
| wealth, I have concluded that it would be improper for me to 
deliver an address this evening. 

‘*T will thank you to assure those who may kindly honor me by 
their presence that I will remain in the city and see that every 
voter, irrespective of political opinion, is protected in his right 
to vote and have his vote counted, and the public peace main- 
tained at all hazards. 

‘**T do not intend to surround the polls with bayonets or intimi- 
date voters? I do intend that they shall not be intimidated and 
will act promptly wherever necessity arises. 

“Yours, 





“WwW. O. BRADLEY.” 

That is the only communication that I ever saw published in 
regard to that matter. Right on the eve of the election, just be- 
| fore the governor called out the militia, the Democratic election 
comiissioners of the city of Louisville. county of Jefferson, agreed 
with the Republican member not to make any changes except 
those that were absolutely necessary to fill vacancies where they 
| occurred. They agreed with the Republican member, ex-United 
States Judge John W. Barr, a man of the highest character, a 
lawyer of eminence, loved and respected by all people of that 
State irrespective of party, who had served for twenty years upon 
the Federal bench, not to make any change in the election officers. 
| After having made that agreement, the two Democratic members 
corruptly and arbitrarily removed 87 Republican officers and put 
in their places enemies of the Republicans, in many instances 
Democrats, men without character and without standing, and 
| they were known to be such when they were put there. They 
were put upon the board for the purpose of doing the bidding of 
the corrupt machine that was threatening to overthrow the rights 
| of the people. This created a new excitement in the city and 
there came very near being a riot. The citizens rose up in their 
might in that city. 

Why did they do it? Because they realized that their rights 
were being stricken down, because they realized that the highest 
privileges that a citizen enjoys were being taken from them. 
They were not Republicans altogether, but the majority of them 
in the city of Louisville who protested against this were Demo- 
crats, not Gold Democrats altogether, but most of them were 
Bryan Democrats. They demanded that the governor should 
protect them in their rights and prevent a riot in the city on the 
day of eleetion. Hence the governor put part of the militia in 
the armory on the morning of the election, and gave orders that 
when they went to meals or to vote that they must change their 
uniforms. 

But the Democrats had charge of the election and had stated 
time and again that the Republicans and Brown Democrats should 
| not have representation by inspectors at the polls to see the count. 
When they presented themselves with the proper credentials to 
go into the polls and witness the count, the Goeblite election offi- 
cers refused them admission. Then it was that injunctions were 
| gotten out and mandamuses issued, compelling and directing the 
election officers to admit these inspectors. Judge Toney, who is 
an able and intelligent judge, and is a Democrat, and swore that 
he voted for Mr. Goebel, issued that order. I will read his letter 
to the governor, calling upon him to enforce the order which 
the civilauthorities contemptuously ignored. Iread from volume 
4, page 248 of transeript record: 

** LOUISVILLE, Ky., November 7, 1899. 
**Governor W. O. BRADLEY, City. 

‘*Sm: Two mandatory injunctions were to-day issued by me as 
one of the judges of the Jefferson circuit court, requiring election 
officers at the election precincts to allow the inspectors for the 
| Brown and Republican tickets entrance to the voting precincts 
to witness and inspect the counts. It has been represented to 
me that these injunctions are being contemptuously ignored and 
violated. I have to-day issued the decree or judgment of law. 
Tam not a ministerial officer and can not enforce it. I call your 
attention to this fact as the chief executive of the State that you 
may take such action to see that the laws are executed as yau 
may deem proper under the circumstances. 

“STERLING B. TONEY, 
** Judge, Jefferson Circuit Court, Law and Equity Division.” 
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Under that direction the governor ordered a part of the militia 


under the command of the colonel, three hours after the polls | lots. 


had closed, about 7 o’clock in the evening, to go and see that 
these officers were admitted. They went to several precincts and 
the vote was all counted except in two, and they had admitted 
the inspectors when the soldiers arrived there and the vote was 
being counted. 
were not on the streets at any other time during the day. 
Gatling guns were not out of the.armory at all. 

This is a true statement why the militia was in the city of 
Louisville. I say that it has been the custom for twenty years to 
put some of the militia in the armory on the day of election, even 
when Republicans were elected, and also when Democrats were 
elected. 
John B. Castleman said in a communication to the govervor in 
regard to the use of the militia in the city of Louisville. 

** HEADQUARTERS LOUISVILLE LEGION, 
** First REGIMENT, K.S. G., 
** Louisville, Ky., December 1, 1897. 
“Hon. W. O. BRADLEY, Governor, Frankfort, Ky. 
** DEAR Str: Complying with the authority given in your favor 


The 
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| cate of the Republican candidates. 


| under his control. 
The militia then returned to the armory and | 


I read from the same volume, on page 240, what Gen. | 


of the 22d of October last, I beg to hand you herewith statement | 


for account of active service and rations for detail of the Louis- 
ville Legion serving prior to, on the day of,and subsequent to 
the last day of election. I send this by hand of quartermaster, 
Lieut. Roy McDonald, in order that he may secure immediate 
settlement. I beg to say to your excellency that on this as on 
other occasions your prudence has no doubt prevented violence 
in this city. Lieutenant McDonald can explain to you in partic- 
ular detail, if you desire. 
‘*T have the honor to be, dear sir, 
‘** Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN B. CASTLEMAN, 


** Colonel, Commanding.” 


He is a Democrat, and was a Goebel Democrat. After the elec- 
tion was over the Democrats realized that they were defeated on 
the face of the returns; that Governor Taylor had received a ma- 
jority, after having been robbed of thousands of votes—2,383 
votes. On that the State board issued him a certificate. My 
distinguished friend said that that board decided, when they made 
their report, that if they had had judicial power they would have 
seated the Democrats. I will read exactly what the Senator said: 

‘‘That returning board, as you call it, consisted of three State 
commissioners, and two of the three said that Taylor had a ma- 
jority on the face of the returns,but that the proofs submitted to 
the returning board was irresistible that tissue ballots were used. 


Probably the Senator from New York, if he is a lifelong Repub- | 


lican, has heard before about tissue ballots. The whole three of 


the returning board declared that there were more than 3,000 | 
false tissue ballots used, and the proof was irresistible to two of | 


the three returning board officers. 

‘* Two of the three State commissioners, for that is their descrip- 
tion, decided that their duties were simply ministerial. They 
printed and published their report to the world, in which they 
said that Taylor did not have a majority of the votes cast accord- 
ing to law: that Taylor had a majority of votes if you would in- 


clude all the tissue ballots which came from certain mountain | 


counties in the State, and that those ballots should not be counted 


because they were not lawful, but that, as they understood it, | t 
_ the circuit court and the court of appeals to the Supreme Court 


their duties were simply ministerial, and they had no judicial 
function and no right to pass upon the validity of a ballot. 


‘‘ So with one dissenting the two controlling votes in that board | 


of State commissioners issued certificates of election to Taylor 
and every other Republican candidate on the Republican State 
ticket. All three of these State commissioners were lifelong 
Democrats and men of the highest character and position, socially 
and politically,in my State. They all three agreed that Taylor 
was not fairly elected, but by a vote of two out of three they gave 
the certificates of election to every candidate on the Republican 
ticket, and coupled with it a statement over their signatures to 
the world that if they had been clothed with power to pass upon 
the validity of a ballot, Taylor and the whole Republican ticket 
had been defeated.”’ 

I hold in my hand a true copy of the report of that board. 
There is not a line and not a word in it about any number of tis- 
sue ballots in any county in that State. I will read what the 
board said in regard to that matter. After discussing their pow- 
ers and authority, they say: 

‘May this board inquire in the matter suggested by learned 
counse! as to whether or not the election in the city of Louisville 
was free and equal on account, as it is argued, of an unlawful 
interfence of the military? May we institute an investigation 


and determine whether or not the election in any or all of the 
counties was or was not held by secret ballot as required by law, 
and whether or not it was on that account or for any reason ille- 
gally conducted, and therefore void.” 
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That is all they say about tissue ballots or the number of bal- 
It is true that one of the board refused to sign the certifi- 
He was a layman, a business 
man. I believe he was engaged in the distilling business. He was 
a warm friend of the Democratic candidate and was completel 
The other two, Judge Pryor and Judge Ellis, 
were eminent lawyers, men of standing, one of whom had served 
quite a while as chief justice of the court of appeals. 

. Mr. BLACKBURN. Willthe Senator allow me a question just 
there? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pettus in the chair). 
the Senator from Kentucky yield to his colleague? 

Mr. DEBOE. [I yield. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want to ask the Senator if he has any 
objection to putting the whole statement of that board into his 
remarks? 

Mr. DEBOE. Nota bit. 

: Mr. BLACKBURN. I will be obliged to the Senator if he wil] 
do so. 

Mr. DEBOE. I have no objection whatever to putting in the 
whole paper, and will do so. 

In this report the board criticised the governor for calling out 
the militia; they also criticised the judges for issuing injunctions: 
but they did not render any opinion as to what they would abso- 
lutely do if the matter was before them in such a shape that they 
could pass upon it properly and legally. : 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam entirely content to rest the case on 
the report of the board. 

Mr. DEBOE. I will let it all go in. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. All right. 

[The paper referred to will be found in the appendix to Mr. 
DEBOE’s speech. } 

Mr. DEBOE. The evidence submitted to this board, which 
the counsel for the Democrats desired the board to take into con- 
sideration, to act upon, and to throw out certain counties on ac- 
count of what they claimed to be irregularities, was ex parte 
evidence, which consisted of affidavits and newspaper clippings 
from some of the most inflammatory articles published during 
that campaign in the Democratic papers, and they were sent up 
as a part of the returns, contrary to every principle of the law of 
Kentucky in that particular. This board scorned the idea and 
refused to take into consideration affidavits and newspaper clip- 
pings as evidence upon which they could not justly and properly 
act. Here is what they said about it: 

‘** But the question as to whether or not the powers and juris- 
diction of this board, as at present organized, are purely ministe- 
rial, or both ministerial and judicial, is not of supreme importance 
in this proceeding when we come to consider the papers and doc- 
uments offered as testimony and upon which we are requested to 
act. These papers are clearly incompetent testimony for any pur- 
pose, and it would be so held, we apprehend, not only in all courts, 
but it would be so held by us if we were now sitting as a board 
of contest. If this board was clothed with unlimited judicial 
powers it would not consider the ex parte statements and extra- 
official certificates here submitted. It could not do so without 
violating the most familiar rules of evidence. Every citizen is 
entitled to his day in court.”’ 

That is the decision of that board in regard to that evidence. 
They never claimed anywhere in that report that the Democrats 
had been elected. Now, my friend says that the courts, from 


Does 


of the United States, upheld the decision of the legislature in 
unseating the Republicans. 

But, before I come to that, I desire to call the attention of the 
Senator to the proceedings had in the legislature. The law of 
Kentucky directs and the constitution provides that in a contest 
for governor and lieutenant-governor the senate and the house 
shall select a certain number of their members to act as a board 
of contest. Mr. Goebel was chairman of the committee on rules 
to trame the procedure of the trial of his own contest. 

The legislature was nearly equally divided in sentiment be- 
tween the two candidates. There were quite a number of Demo- 
crats who affiliated with the Republicans in that legislature; 
which made the two parties nearly equally divided. ‘There was 
about ten majority, I think, in the legislature composed of 133 
members. The senate selected three of its members and the house 
selected eight of its members. Notwithstanding they were 80 
equally divided, by some trick, maneuver. or scheme the Goebel- 
ites, who had absolute control of the whole machinery of the leg- 
islature, selected three Democrats from the senate and seven Goe- 
bel Democrats from the house to take evidence and report to the 
legislature as to the election of governor, and on that board of con- 
test there was one Republican and ten Democrats. If that was all, 
the suspicion of fraud might not be so great; but in the case of the 
lieutenant-governor the same process of selecting members for a 
board of contest was gone through with, and on that board were 
two Republicans and nine Democrats. 
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Mr. SPOONER. How many Republicans were there in the 
legislature? 

Mr. DEBOE. About 53, and there were quite a number of in- 
dependent Democrats, which made about 63 to 75 Democrats. 
That is about the way the legislature stood. 
sisted of 19 Democrats and 3 Republicans. 

Mr. President, I say that such things as that do not happen by 
mere chance. It takes someslight turn of the hand toreach such 
grand results. This board, thus composed almost entirely of 


Democrats, arbitrarily refused to permit Republicans to investi- | 
gate certain counties where it was known that great frauds had | 


been committed. 

The Democrats charged as a ground of contest that in about 
40 Republican counties there had been used tissue or thin bal- 
lots; that the leaders of the Republican party had conspired with 
the Louisville and Nashville Railroad Company and other corpo- 
rations to bribe and corrupt voters; that they conspired with the 
United States marshal to intimidate voters and keep them from 
voting for the contestant, and also that the circuit judge of the 
United States court had intimidated voters and kept them from 
yoting for the Democratic nominee, because he gave the grand 
jury instructions that if any person violated certain provisions of 

he United States statutes they should be held amenable to the 
law. 


The two boards con- | 


| jurisdiction of the gubernatorial contest. 
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were elected, but upon the citizens who had the right to select 
whom they pleased to rule and control their affairs. 

The courts never went into the merits of this case. They 
simply refused to take jurisdiction of the question. The circuit 
court refused; the court of appeals.of the State of Kentucky re- 
fused; the Supreme Court of the United States refused to take 
The question was 
brought from the court of appeals to the Supreme Court of the 
United States on a writ of error, and was heard upon that, and 
not upon the facts and the evidence in the case. 

Mr. President, if that case had been heard, and all the facts and 


| the evidence and the law had been presented before any just court 


There was not any evidence to prove that any of these charges | 


were true. The evidence was conflicting as to whether thin or 
tissue ballots were used. But the evidence shows that Points, 
Fulton, and Yonts, commissioners, threw out the Republican 
counties of Martin, Magoffin, and Johnson on the grounds of 
thin ballots, with a majority of 1,687, and that the ballots in 
Graves, Breathitt, Powell, and Wolfe were as thin, or thinner, 
than in the Republican counties, and the Democratic majority 
was 3,111. They threw Louisville out, as they claimed, on ac- 
count of militia, and more than 40,000 were thrown out. 

They set up that as one ground, but I presume that that would 
not have kept anyone from the election or from voting for the 
contestant, unless it was someone who wanted to violate the law. 

They also complained of the issuance of injunctions compelling 
the election officers to discharge the duties which they had taken 
an oath to discharge and which the law imposed upon them. To 


In the county of Nelson, the home of the Democratic candidate | 
for lieutenant-governor, Mr. Beckham, who is now the acting | 


governor of the State, the Democrats had absolute control of the 
election and the preparation of the ballots. 

The ballots were prepared, so far as I know, correctly; the 
names of the candidates were correctly spelled, and the voters 


voted for them correctly; but when the election officers prepared | 


the tally sheets upon which they tabulated the votes they changed 
the name of the Republican candidate for governor from W. S. 
Taylor to W. P. Taylor; and in every precinct in that county, 
with the exception of one, they made an effort to throw out the 
Republican votes for Taylor on account of that technicality, 


which the court of appeals has decided time and again it is the | 
They forced the Re- | 


duty of the officers of election to correct. 
publicans to bring suit, to go into the courts, and force a count 
of 1,198 Republican votes. I say the Democrats complained of 


that. If that is a fraud, Mr. President, then I hold that the | 


courts of this land are frauds. 


In the city of Louisville there was an injunction issued along | 


the same line. In that case the election officers refused to count 
the votes in one precinct. 


The Republicans appealed to the court | 


and got a mandamus issued compelling the counting of the vote, | 


which gave Taylor 15 majority. If the whole vote had been 
thrown out, it would not have changed the result of the election | 
in the least. The Republican majority in the city of Louisville | 
was 3,432. I say that it was cases like these of which they com- | 
plained. They also complained of the people gathering in many | 
of the counties to see the count. It is true that in some of the 


counties there were great gatherings, and hundreds of people 


assembled because they realized and believed that they were going | 


to be robbed of one of the highest privileges that an American 
citizen can enjoy—the right of suffrage. 

The Senator says that the courts have upheld the action of the 
legislature. I will refer to that later. The Republican attorneys | 
were informed by counsels for contestant that two of them 
would be killed if they argued the case, and this information 
came from Goebel’s attorneys. 

| realize the great tragedy which took place there, and there is 
not a Kentuckian who deplores that outrage against Mr. Goebel 
more than I do, and every true Republican in that State de- | 
nounces that outrage. But admit that Governor Taylor was | 
wrong inadjourning the legislature; admit that he had no author- | 
ity to adjourn it; still that does not relieve the Democratic party 
of the great wrong and great frauds which it had committed 
upon the people of that State—not only upon the officers who 


| 


| ing the highest number of votes shall be governor.’ 


on this globe, it would have decided that the Republican candi- 
dates were overwhelmingly elected, not by 2,000 but by more 
than 30,000 majority, as the record will show—as is charged in 
the record and sustained by the evidence, and not denied by the 
Democrats. 

They came into court upon demurrer, and the whole proceeding 

vas heard upon demurrer. Out of about seventeen judges who 
sat upon that case, there were six who did attempt to give an 
opinion as to the conduct of the Democrats in that election, and 
I shall read the opinions of some of them; and they realized that 
the Republicans were elected. 

Justice Harlan dissented from the opinion of the majority of 
the Supreme Court in toto, and Justice Brown and Justice Brewer 
dissented in part from the opinion of the court. In commenting 
on that case Mr. Justice Harlan said: 

‘** Under the evidence in the case no result favorable to Goebel 
could have been reached on any ground upon which the board of 
contest or the legislature had jurisdiction to act. The constitu- 
tion of Kentucky, as we haveseen, declares that ‘the person hav- 
And the 


| statute provides that the person returned having received the 
| highest number of legal votes given ‘shall be adjudged to be the 


person elected and entitled to the office.’ With the constitution 
and the statutes of the State before him when preparing his notice 
to Taylor of contest, Goebel, it is true, did claim in very general 


| terms that he was legally and rightfully elected; but he took care 





not to say—there is reason to believe that he purposely avoided 


| saying—that he had received the highest number of legal votes 
illustrate some of those cases, I will state one or two of them. | 


cast for governor. The evidence renders it clear that the declara- 
tion that he had received the highest number of legal votes cast 
yas in total disregard of the facts—a declaration as extravagant 
as one adjudging that white was black or that black was white.’’ 
Mr. SPOONER. Who says that? 
Mr. DEBOE. Mr. Justice Harlan, in his dissenting opinion. 
‘*But such a declaration made by the body to which the board 
of contest reported should not surprise anyone when it is remem- 


| bered that it came from those who did not have before them any 


of the proofs taken in the case and were willing to act without 
proof. Those who composed that body seemed to have shut their 
eyes against the proof for fear that it would compel them to re- 
spect the popular will as expressed at the polls. Indignant,as 
naturally they were and should have been, at the assassination of 
their leader, they proceeded, in defiance of all the forms of law 
and in contempt of the principles upon which free governments 
rest, to avenge that terrible crime by committing another crime, 
namely, the destruction, by arbitrary methods, of the right of the 
people to choose their chief magistrate. The formercrime, if the 
offender be discovered, can be punished as directed by law. The 


| latter should not be rewarded by a declaration of the inability of 





the judiciary to protect public and private rights, and thereby 
the rights of voters, against the willful, arbitrary action of a 
legislative tribunal which, we must assume from the record, de- 
liberately acted upon a contested election case involving the rights 
of the people and of their chosen representative in the office of 
governor without looking into the evidence upon which alone any 
lawful determination of the case could be made. The assassi- 
nation of an individual demands the severest punishment which 
it is competent for human laws in a free land to prescribe; but 
the overturning of the public will, as expressed at the ballot box, 


| without evidence or against evidence, in order to accomplish par- 


tisan ends, is a crime against free government, and deserves the 
execration of all lovers of liberty.’’ 

He now refers to what Judge Burnam says, who was a Repub- 
lican on the court of appeals, and who decided that the court had 


| no jurisdiction over the case, and decided in favor of the Demo- 


crats. In rendering his decision Mr. Justice Harlan says: | 
“Judge Burnam, speaking for himself and Judge Guffy in the 
court of appeals of Kentucky, although compelled, in his view of 
the law. to hold the action of the legislature to be conclusive, 
said: ‘It is hard to imagine a more flagrant and partisan disre- 
gard of the modes of procedure which should govern a judicial 
tribunal in the determination of a great and important issue than 
is made manifest by the facts alleged and relied on by the con- 
testees, and admitted by the demurrer filed in the action to be 
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true, and I am firmly convinced, both from these admitted facts 
and from knowledge of the current history of these transactions, 
that the general assembly, in the heat of anger, engendered by 
the intense partisan excitement which was at the time prevailing, 
have done two faithful, conscientious, and able public servants 
an irreparable injury in depriving them of the offices to which 
they were elected by the people of this Commonwealth, and a still 
greater wrong has been done a large majority of the electors of 
this Commonwealth, who voted under difficult circumstances to 
elect these gentlemen to act as their servants in the discharge of 
the duties of these great offices.’ ’’ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will it interrupt the Senator if I should 
ask just there if that is the opinion of Judge Guffy, of the State 
supreme court? 

Mr. DEBOE. No, of Judge Burnam; but Judge Guffy con- 
curred in the opinion. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And there expresses the conviction that 
the action of the legislature was conclusive? 

Mr. DEBOE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And Judge Guffy is a Republican? 

Mr. DEBOE. Yes; and so isdudge Burnam. They both de- 
cided that the action of the legislature was final and conclu- 
Sive. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And they are both still Republican mem- 
bers of that court? 

Mr. DEBOE. That iscorrect. Many Republicans in that con- 
test doubted whether the court had jurisdiction over the matter; 
eminent lawyers disagreed on that point, as we see that they dis- 
agree on the supreme bench of the United States. Judge DuRell, 
who was also a Republican member of that court, held that the 
court under the circumstances had jurisdiction over the question, 
and he rendered a separate and distinct opinion from the one ren- 
dered by Judge Burnam and Judge Guffy. As I have said, six 
judges who have sat upon that case who attempted to express an 
opinion upon the facts and the evidence in the case, stated that 
the Republican candidates were elected and not the Democratic 
candidates. 

As to the Goebel law, the supreme court never passed upon that 
law at all; but the latest decision of the appellate court of Ken- 
tucky is that the Goebel law is invalid and is unconstitutional. 
That is the latest decision; and the latest decision of the court of 
appeals of Kentucky is that the Republicans were elected; and by 
reason of that decision Judge Pratt is now the attorney-general 
of the State and is holding that office. Pryor and Ellis resigned 
after certificate was issued to Taylor, and left the unpleasant and 
corrupt work to be performed by Poinis, Goebel’s tool, who ap- 
pointed John A. Fulton and Yonts to aid in the work. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Willitinterrupt the Senator if I ask one 
more question? 


Mr. DEBOE. Not at all. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. What is the political complexion of the | 


court of appeals of Kentucky? 

Mr. DEBOE. It is Republican by one majority. The same 
judges, with the exception of one, who were sitting on that bench 
when they rendered that decision, agreed with the Democratic 
judges that they had no jurisdiction of the matter. If they acted 
corruptly in the last decision, they had just as good an opportu- 
nity toactcorruptly in the first. The opportunity was ten times 
* great to have acted corruptly in the first case as in the 

ast. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I wish, with the Senator’s permission, to 
ask him a question. 

Mr. DEBOE. I yield to the Senator with pleasure. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I wish to ask if the Republican judges of 
the court of appeals in the first case concurred with the Demo- 
crats in holding that it had no jurisdiction in the case? 

Mr. DEBOE. That is true. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The court did not in that case undertake 
to pass upon the merits of the controversy? 

Mr. DEBOE. It did not. None of the courts have ever 
attempted to pass upon the merits of the case; that is, the gov- 
ernor case. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Has any court, either State or Federal, 
judicially determined that the Republican contention was not 
well founded? 

Mr. DEBOE. I did not catch the question. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Has any court, either State or Federal, 
undertaken to pass upon the merits of the controversy? 

Mr. DEBOE. It has not. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If it does not interrupt the Senator—— 

Mr. DEBOE. It will not interrupt me. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I should like toask him a question. If Iun- 
derstand your statement, Pratt,as attorney-general, was declared 
elected, on the same ticket with the Republican candidate for 


governor, 


Mr. DEBOE. Yes, sir; he ran on the ticket with Taylor and 


the rest of the Republicans. 


Mr. McCOMAS. Was his majority far in excess of their ma- 
jority, or about the same? 

Mr. DEBOE. He did not have so great a majority as Taylor. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Do I understand you to mean that this find- 
ing of the election of Pratt involved in the mind of those who so 
found that the governor was elected? 

Mr. DEBOE. I was speaking of the other cases and not of the 
Pratt case when I gave the answer to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator understood me as inquiring 
with respect to the title of Taylor to his seat as governor. ; 

Mr. DEBOE. Thecourt of appeals of the State of Kentucky has 
decided within the last few months that the Goebel law is uncon- 
stitutional. Judge Pratt tried his case before the circuit court, 
He had never brought his case before the court of appeals. He 
tried it before the circuit court, and it was decided against him: 
but he did not appeal it. The others appealed and asked that it 
be dismissed, and the court of appeals refused to dismiss it on the 
motion of the contestees; but, as I say, Judge Pratt brought his 
case since then from the circuit court to the court of appeals, and 
that court decided that the Republicans were elected and that the 
Goebel law was unconstitutional. That is the latest decision of 
the courts of Kentucky. 

Our Democratic friends claim that there was a conspiracy 
on the part of the Republicans with the L. and N. Railroad to 
corrupt the voters. The fact is there was no conspiracy, but 
that the L. and N. Railroad officials were opposed to the elec- 
tion of Mr. Goebel. I am not here to defend corporations in any 
wrongdoing any more than I am an individual, but my distin- 
guished colleague knows why that road opposed Mr. Goebel. He 
had fought that road and wrongfully. I served in the State senate 
with him and know this is true; and he had incurred the displeas- 
ure of that road. I say that road did not act corruptly with the 
Republicans, and there is not one scintilla of evidence to show 
that there was any conspiracy. 

There is not a particle of evidence to show that a single solitary 
voter in the city of Louisville was intimidated by reason of the 
militia being in that city; but Democrats testified that they 
believed that there was a much larger vote polled by reason of 
the militia being in the city of Louisville than there would other- 
wise have been. They were Bryan Democrats, by scores, and 
men of the highest character. 

It had been the policy of our Democratic friends to depend 
largely upon the L. and N. in certain political campaigns to assist 
them, and if they did not assist, then they were threatened with 
the legislature. Mr. Watterson realized that the Democrats 
expected to take that election, right or wrong, whether they got 
the majority or not, and after the nominations had been made he 
sat down and wrote to his friend in New York, Augustus Belmont, 


| a letter. I shall not read it all. He was urging him not to let 


the officials who had control of the_road in Kentucky oppose the 
election of Mr. Goebel. He addressed him as hisfriend. He says: 

‘The Democratic State ticket just nominated will certainly be 
elected. Under the operation of the Goebel law the result is not 
left to chance.”’ 

He goes on and comments upon the road and upon the situa- 
tion generally, and finally winds up as follows: 

** Bat Mr. Smith ’’ — 

That is the president of the road— 

“But Mr. Smith is no more proof against mistakes than other 
people, and being a man of unyielding temper he is likely to be 
carried to extremes. In this business he has certainly allowed 


| his temper to carry him far beyond the lines of worldly wisdom 


and a prudent forecast, and if a halt be not called upon the pro- 


| ceedings its evil consequences are as sure as the coming of the 


next session of the Kentucky legislature. 
** Sincerely, your friend, 
‘HENRY WATTERSON.” 


I say it was such threats as that that they were continually 
making if the road did not comply with the request of the Demo- 
cri tic organization in Kentucky. 

Mr. President, this is all I have to say for the present, unless 
the occasion demands more from me. There is just one other 


| question I wish to consider. Mycolleague said there were 20,000 





registered voters who did not vote in that election. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ten thousand. 

Mr. DEBOE. The statement in the Recorp is 20,000. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will say that at the time I corrected the 
RECORD. 

Mr. DEBOE. Yon corrected it? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I corrected it atthe time. It wasa cler- 
ical mistake. 

Mr. DEBOE. I noticed the speech you made, but I did not 
notice the correction. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I corrected it the next day. 

Mr. DEBOE. There were about 8,000. That was too many. 
But the reason why they did not vote was on account of the 
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methods pursued in the conduct of the election under the control 
of the Democrats, and a majority of those who did not vote were 
Republicans, as the evidence shows in the record as produced 
by the Republicans when that question was being investigated. 
Democrats testified to that fact and Republicans testified to it; 
and they were Brown Democrats. 

| do not care what anybody may say, whenever we take the 
facts in this case and the law and the evidence, we are bound and 
compelled to reach the conclusion that the Republican candidates 
were overwhelmingly elected in the election of 1899 in the State 
of Kentucky. 


APPENDIX. 


Report of election commissioners Pryor and Ellis, awarding certificates for 
governor and all the other State officers on the Republican ticket November 

6, 159d. 

THE MAJORITY REPORT. 
(A true copy.) 

Occupying a place we did not seek, we would gladly escape the discharge 
of the delicate and responsible duties which at the present moment confront 
us, but having voluntarily assumed the responsibilities of so important a 
trust, our duty is plain. We are not at liberty to depart from elementary 
principles or to allow partisan zeal to force us to any conclusion which is not 
approved by our judgment and sanctioned by the law. 

‘in reaching a conclusion in this case we are compelled to construe for the 
first time the statute under which we act. It has not received judicial con- 
struction or interpretation at the handsof any court. Our powers and duties 


under this law have not been defined by any circuit court or by the court of 
appeals. This, of itself, adds to our embarrassment, and, if possible, to the 
magnitude of the disagreeable task before us. To ascertain correctly the 


‘ope of our power and authority in the premises we must of necessity ap- 
peal to primary principles of law and to such decisions of courts of last resort 
as may shed any light on the subject in hand. But, finally,the board is left 
to thread its way along in construing the statute under which it proceeds 
and in determining the scope of the powers therein conferred. 


THE MAIN QUBSTION. 


The capital question on the threshold is, What are the powers and juris- 
diction of the State board of election commissioners, sittingas a canvassing 
board, which is the capacity in which it now acts? Are our powers purely 






law, acting as a mere board of canvassers, go to the bottom of any and 
all irregularities, misconduct, and frauds, if any, which may have been com- 
mitted in the recent election, and on the whole case determine whether or 
not what now appears on the face of the returns is true or false? May this 
board inquire in this matter suggested by learned counsel as to whether or 
1e election in the city of Louisville was free and equal on account, as it 
ued, of an unlawful interference of the military? ay we institute an 
tigation and determine whether or not the election in any or all of the 
counties Was or was not held by secret ballot as required ~ law, and whether 








or not it was on that account or for any reason illeg#Mly conducted and 
therefore void? Does the power reside in this State board to consider 
whether or not United States marshals were present at yarious polling 
places throughout the State with a view of intimidating the voters? These 
are, as We understand it, the questions underlying the whole subject: 

There 1s, however, one other material question involved in this proceed- 





\t is this: If we find under the law that this board, sitting as a canvass- 
i card, is clothed with judicial powers, as one of the counsel in argument 
stated it, “ extra ministerial powers,” the question at once is, Are the papers 
and documents tendered for our consideration competent evidence for any 
purpose, or are they merely ex parte statements, which, under the rules of 
evidence, are inadmissible to establish any facts? 

Stated in another form, do these papers which counsel urge upon our con- 
sideration make a prima facie case, conclude any question, or authorize this 
board to overthrow what appears on the face of the election returns? Are 
the papers purporting to amended certificates from Knox, Johnson, 
Magoffin, and Pike counties, and the voluminous record from the city of 











Louisville and other papers of like character, such official documents as im- 
part absolute verity, and, therefore, competent evidence, or are they extra 
official, ex parte, and incompetent as evidence in any court, or before any 
tribunal where the rules of evidence obtain? Counsel for the Democratic 
candidates, holding to the views that this board is a judicial body, insist we 
should consider these papers, and we have the subject pressed upon us with 


great zeal and ability. 
THE LAW I8 PLAIN. 


It is due to them and the public to state our views briefly on the subject 
In considering the question submitted we must be guided by therules of law 
We can not depart from the beaten path, for it is the safe path. Weconsider 
first, the question.as to whether or not the powers conferred on us as a canvass 
lng hoard authorize us to exercise judicial power. An appeal to the provisions 
of the statute ought to furnish a ready answer to this question. hatever, 
powers and jurisdiction it has not conferred we may not lawfully assume to- 
exercise. We did not make the law, fix our authority, or mark the limit of 
our jurisdiction, If the law omits to clothe this board sitting asa canvassing 
board with jurisdiction and power to look into and revise election returns as 
certified by the proper authorities from the various counties of the State, we 
can hot write into the law such authority. We have no right toadd toor 
subtract from the plain terms of the statute. Looking to the provisions of 
this law, we find seetion 1 creates the State board of election commissioners, 
prescribes the qualification of its members, the mode of their election, the 
term of their office, and fixes their compensation. 

Section 10 provides: 
| State board of election commissioners, and inthe absence of either, 
{ her two shall be the board for the examining and canvassing the returns 
- . tion for any of the offices named in the last section of this act. Itshall 
€ 
€ 
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duty of said board when the returns are all in, or on the fourth Mon- 
‘ter the eleetion, whether they are all in or not, to make out in the office 


« secretary of state, from the returns made, duplicate certificates, in 
Writing, over their signature, of the election of THOSE HAVING RECEIVED 
THE HIGHEST NUMBER OF VOTES, one certificate to be retained in the office 
and the other sent to the person elected. If all the returns are not made the 
Neht to CONTEST AN ELECTION SHALL NOT BE IMPAIRED, etc.” 


an i section supra clearly defines the duty and fixes the pore of this board 
“(ting as a board of canvassers. But the section quoted is not the limit and 
Goes hot define all the power and authority conferred on the State board of 
wee ‘on commissioners. Section 12 of the act_provides: Said board of elec- 

‘2 Commissioners, or any two of them, shall be a board fordetermining the 
fonvested election of any officer other than governor or lieutenant-gov- 
rnor, elected by the vote of the whole State, or a judge or clerk of the court 


ministerial, or are they both ministerial and judicial? May this board, under | 








of appeals, circuit judge, or commonwealth’s attorney. Each member of the 
board before entering upon his duties as such shall be sworn by some judge 
or jw to try the contested election and give true judgment thereon 
according to the evidence, etc. Further provisions of the section are that 
this board when sitting as a board of contest has power to send for persons, 
papers, and records, issue attachments, to swear witnesses by its chairman 
and secretary and issue commissions for taking proof. 


CONTEST BOARD'S POWERS DIFFERENT. 


It is evident from this section of the law that the State board of election 
commissioners, when sitting as a board of contest, is clothed with powers 
and jurisdiction which it does not possess and can not assume to exercise 
when sitting as at present,in a mere ministerial capacity. Asa board of 
contest. Sees the powers and functions of a court. It can swear wit- 
nesses and hear proof, examine records, and do anything and everything 
eS rim order to arrive at a true and correct judgment. It 
may set aside the original returns, overthrow a prima facie case, and when 
authorized by the law and the evidence cast out precincts or whole counties 
and award the certificates to a candidate other than the one having a ma- 
jority upon the face of the returns. But these are powers which the board 
can only exercise when sitting as a board of contest. We must assume that 


| the legislature, by enactment of section 12, which provides for a board of 


contest, intended, not only to limit the powers of this body when sitting as 
a board of commissioners, but to confer all the judicial power and authority 
which the board could lawfully exercise alone upon the board of contest. 
To hold otherwise would be to destroy the entire force of the section creat- 
ing a _ board of contest and conferring on_it responsible duties and large 
jurisdiction. This law has carefully guarded the right of all candidates. 
hile they might not contest their rights to an office before the canvassing 
board they unquestionably have such right before the board of contest. 


THE CANDIDATES’ REMEDY. 


The remedy is plain and speedy; every candidate who is defeated on the 
face of the returns may, before the tribunal provided by law, test the ques- 
tion of his right to the office with his adversary, and nothing the canvassing 
board may do or can do will in any degree or in any manner whatever affect 
his right. Such is our construction of the present law, and we are fortified 
in the correctness of this construction not only by the interpretation which 
the court of appeals of this State has placed upon kindred statutes, but by 
all the laws of the land, so far as we have been able to examine it. 

Counsel for the candidate seeking to overthrow the prima facie evidence as 
it appears on the face of the returns before us have endeavored to show that 
the present statute confers additional powers upon this body, sitting as a 
board of canvassers, to the powers conferred on canvassing boards under 
previous statutes. A careful examinationand comparison of the present with 

srevious statutes, in so far as they relate to the jurisdiction of canvassing 
,0ards, will leave no room to doubt that the distinction sought to be made 
does not in fact exist. This board, under the present law, as a canvassing 
board, possesses no other or greater powers than those conferred on the 
governor, attorney-general, and secretary of state under the provisions of 
the previous statutes. 


AUTHORITY FOR THE DECISION. 


To emphasize the correctness of this conclusion we have compiled as best 
wecould previous statutes on this subject, and we incorporate them into 
this opinion that the vexed question as to the power of this board, sitting a& 
a canvassing board, may be put at rest at onceand for all. The sectionsof the 
revised statutes creating canvassing boards and prescribing their power ap- 
pearing in Stanton’s revised statutes, article v, page 436, are as follows: 

“COMPARING POLLS.—SECTION 1. The presiding judge of the county 
court, the clerk therefor, and the sheriff, or other officer acting for him at 
the election, shall constitute a board for examining the poll books of each 
county and giving certificates of election. Any two of them may constitute 
a board, but if either is a candidate he shall have no voice in the decision of 
his own case. If from any cause two of the before-named persons can not, in 
whole or in part, act in comparing the polls, their places shall be supplied by 
the two justices of the peace who may reside nearest to the court-house. 

“Sec. 2. Within two days next after an election the sheriff shall deposit 
with the clerk of the county court the poll-books of the different precincts. 
On the next day the board shall meet in the clerk’s office, between 10 and 12 
o’clock in the morning, compare the polis, ascertain the correctness of the 
summing up of the votes, and give triplicate or more written certificates of 
election, over their signatures, of those who have received the highest num- 
ber of votes for any office exclusively within the gift of the voters of the 
county—one copy of the certificates to be retained in the clerk's office, 
another delive to each of the persons elected, and the other forwarded 
by the county clerk to the secretary of state for Frankfort. For offices not 
within such gift, they shall give duplicate or more written certificates, over 
their signatures, of the number of votes given in the county, to each person 
voted for, particularizing therein the precincts at which the votes were 
given—one copy to be retained in the clerk’s office and the other delivered to 
the sheriff. 

“Sxo. 4. The certificate of election of a county officer shall be in substance 
in the following form: 

“*Oommonwealth of Kentucky, sct. We, A, B, and C, duly authorized to 
compare the poll books of the county of do certify, at an election 
held in said county on the day of , E F was duly elected to fill the 
office of e 

“Sec.5. Afteran election for governor, lieutenant-governor, or other officer 
elective by the vote of the whole State, or for a judge of the court of ap- 
peals, clerk of that court, circuit judge, Commonwealth's attorney, Repre- 
sentative in Congress, or electors of President and Vice-President, it shall be 
the duty of the board of examiners of poll books for each county immediately 
after the examination of the poll books to make out three or more certificates 
in writing, over their signatures, of the number of votes given in the county 
for each of the candidates for any of said offices. One of the certificates 
shall be retained in the clerk's office, another the clerk shall send by the next 
mail, under cover, to the secretary of state at Frankfort, and the other he 
shall transmit to the secretary by any private conveyance the clerk may se- 
lect, free of cost. 

“Sc. 6. The governor, attorney-general, and secretary of state, and, in 
the absence of either, the auditor, or any two of them, shall be a board for 
examining the returns of election for any of the officers named in the last 
section.” 




















STATUTES OF 1873. 


The general statutes which were adopted in 1873 contain the following pro- 
visions with respect to the duties and powers of canvassing boards. Those 
sections in so far as they are relevant and pertinent, are as follows: 

“COMPARING POLLS.—SECTION 1. The judge of the county court, the clerk 
thereof, and the sheriff, or other person acting for him at an election, shall 
constitute a board for examining the poll books of each county and giving 
certificates of election. Any two of them may constitute a board; but if 
either is a candidate, he shall have no voice in the decision of his own case. 
If from any cause two of the before-named persons can not act, in whole or 
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in part, in comparing the polls, their places shall be supplied by the two jus- 
tices of he peace who may reside nearest the court-house. 

“SEc. 2 ithin two days after an election, the sheriff shall deposit with 
On 





W 
the clerk of the county court the poll books of the different precincts. 





the next day » board shall meet in the clerk's office between l0and 120’clock 
in the morn compare the polls, ascertain the correctness of the summing 
up of the y and give triplicate or more written certificates of election, 
over their signatures, of those who have received the highest number of votes 





for any office exclusively within the gift of the voters of the county—one of 
the certificates to be retained in the clerk’s office, another delivered to each of 
the persons elected, and the other forwarded by the county clerk to thesecre- 
tary of state at the of government. For offices not within such gift they 
shall give “ate or more written certificates over their signatures of the 
ren in the county to each person voted for, particularizing 
tat which the votes were given—one copy to be retained 
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the , and the other delivered to the sheriff. The poll books 

all f remain in the clerk’s office as part of its records. So, also, 
shall the certificates of any precinct judges which may have been used in the 
absence of the poll book of that precinct. 

‘Sec. 4. The certificate of election of a county officer shall be, in sub- 





in the following form: 
ommonwealth of Kentucky, sct: We, A, B, and C, duly authorized to 
c poll books for the county of , do certify that, at an election 











I county on the day of , E F was duly elected to fill 
the of e of , 

‘Sec. 5. Afteran election for governor, lieutenant-governor, or other offi- 
cers elective by the votes of the whole State, or for a judge of the court of 
appeal < of that court, circuit judge, Commonwealth’s attorney, Rep- 





1 Congress, or electors of President and Vice-President, it shall 
be the duty of the board of examiners of poll books for each county, imme- 
diately after the examination of the poll books, to make out three or more 
certificates in writing, over their signatures, of the number of votes given 
ach of the candidates for any of said offices. One of the 
» retained in the clerk’s office, another the clerk shall send 
il, under cover to the secretary of state at the seat of gov- 
ther he shall transmit to the secretary by any private 
e clerk may select, free of cost. 
vernor, attorney-general, and secretary of state, in the 
I » of either, the auditor, or any two of them, shall be a board for 
samining the returns of election for any of the offices named in the last 
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section.’ 

Upon the adoption of the present Constitution, in 1891, it became necessary 
to recast the statutes of the State, and in so far as the provisions of the pres- 
ent statute are applicable and in so far as they are pertinent to this investi- 


gation they are as follows: 
‘CANVASSING RETURNS.—Section 1507. Board for examining returns for 
county identical with section 1, Article V, Gen. Stats., except that “ can- 
ng the returns” is used instead of *‘in comparing the polls.”’) 
‘Sxzc. 10. The certificate of election of a county officer shall be in sub- 
in the following form: 
‘Commonwealth of Kentucky. 


stance 


Section We, A, B, and C, duly au- 


thorized to canvass the returns for the county of ———, do certify that at an 
election held in said county on the ——— day of ———, E F was duly elected 
to fill the office of —,’ 


*Sxc.12. The governor, the auditor, or any twoof them, shall bea board for 
examining the returns of election for any of the officers named in the last 
section 

‘It shall be the duty of said board, when the returns are all in, or on the 
1 Monday after the election, whether they are in or not, to make outin the 
ary’s oflice from the returns made duplicate certificates, in writing, 
over their signatures, of the election of those having the highest number of 
votes, one certificate to be retained in the office and the other sent by mail 
to the person elected. If all returns are not made, the right to contest an 
ction shall not be impaired. 

TATE BOARD OF ELECTION COMMISSIONERS, section 1, 596 A. 
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Sec. 5.— 








County board to canvass returns and give certificates of election, poll- 
book Said county board of election commissioners shall constitute a board 
for examining and canvassing the election returns of each county and award- 
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ssuing certificates of election. Any twoof the members of said board 
tute the board; if either be a candidate, he shall have no voice in 
decision of his own case. If from any cause two of the members of the 
board can not act, in whole or in part, in examining and canvassing the 
returns, their places shall be supplicd as in case of vacancies in such board. 
Within two days next after an election the sheriff shall deposit with the 
clerk of the county court the returns from the different precincts. On the 
next day the said county board.of election commissioners shall meet in the 
clerk's office, between 10 and 12 o’clock in the morning, open and canvass the 
returns of such election, and certify over their signatures those who have 
received the highest number of votes for any office exclusively within the 
gift of the voters of the county, one copy of the certificate to be retained in 


ons 





















tl <s office, another delivered to each of the persons elected, and the 
other forwarded by the county clerk to the secretary of state at the seat of 
government.” 
_ Section 7, giving form of oath, is identical with section 10 on page preced- 
in This 

Ec. 9. Afteran election for governor, lieutenant-governor, or other office 
ele ve by the vote of the ole State or more than one county, or fora judge 
of the con tf apy : rk of that court, circuit judge, Commonwealth's 
attorney. Represen ves in the Congress, or electors of President or Vice- 
President, or for or upon questions or constitutional amendments submitted 


toa vote of the people, it shall be the duty of the board of canvassers of returns 


for each county,immediately after the examination of such returns, to make 
out two or more certificates in writing over their signatures of the number 
of votes given in the county for each of the candidates for any of said offices 
and the number of votes for or against such questions of constitutional 
amendments. One of the certificates shall be retained in the clerk's office, 
another the clerk shall send by mail next, under cover to the secretary of 
state at the seat of government. 

“Src. 10. Said State board of election commissioners, and in the absence of 


either, the other two, shall be a board for examining and canvassing the 
returns of election for any of the offices named in the last section of this act. 
First. It shall be the duty of said board, when the returns are all in, or on 
the fourth Monday after the election, whether they are in or not, to make 
out in the office of the secretary of state from the returns made, duplicate 
certificates in writing over their signatures of the election of those having the 
highest number of votes, one certificate to be retained in the office and the 
other sent by mail to the person elected. If all the returns are not made, 
the right to contest an election shall not be impaired. 
‘Twelfth. Said state board of election commissioners, or any two of them, 
shall be a board for determining the contested elections of any officer other 
than governor or lieutenant-governor elected by the votes of the whole Siate, 





or of a judge, or clerk of the court of appeals, circuit judge, or Common- 
th’s attorney 


Each member of the board, before entering on his duties as such, 
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shall be sworn by some judge or justice to try the contested election, and 
give true judgment thereon according to the evidence in the case. 
“Second. A majority of the board shall be necessary to a decision, which 
shall be in writing and signed in duplicate by the members concurring 
therein, one copy to be retained in the office of the secretary of state and 
the other delivered to the successful party or sent to him by mail 
“Third. The board shall have power to send for persons, papers, and 


| records to issue attachments therefor, signed by its chairman. swear wit. 


nesses by its chairman or secretary, and issue commissions for taking proof,” 
PURELY INCOMPETENT TESTIMONY. 

But the question as to whether or not the powers and jurisdiction of this 

board, as at present organized, are purely ministerial or both ministerial and 


| judicial, is not of supreme importance in this proceeding when we come to 


| but it would be so held by us if we were now sitting asa board of contest. 


consider the pee and documents offered as testimony and upon which we 
are requested to act. These papers are clearly incompetent testimony for 
any purpose, and it would be so held, we apprehend, not only in ali courts. 
; y we 2 SW , If 
this board was clothed with unlimited judicial powersit would not consider 


the ex parte statements and extra-official certificates here submitted. It 
could not do so without violating the most familiar rules of evidence. Every 
citizen is entitled to his day in court. He can not be deprived of lif :, liberty, 


or property except by due process of law. Itis not due process of law if he 
is not given an opportunity to meet his adversary and to cross-examine the 
witnesses offered against him and to produce testimony in his own behalf. 
It would be monstrous to say that a person appearing on the face of the re- 
turns to have been elected to an office of high oF tow degree could be deprived 
of that office on mere ex parte affidavits, which he had never an opportunity 
to inspect, and before he had been given any opportunity to offer evidence 
in his own behalf. 

Such is not, never was, and never will be the law in any civilized state in 
the world. What we have said with respect to the ex parte affidavits sub- 
mitted to us as evidence applies with equal force to the alleged amended re- 
turns from certain counties, which in every instance only purport to haye 
been signed by a majority of the county boards and which do not certify any 
fact authorized by the law to be certified to this board. : : 

It is and always has been the law in this State that an officer whois charged 
with the duty of making a certificate or formulating an official return car 
not inject into that certificate or return any fact which it is not by law made 
his duty to certify or recite. In every case where the like of this has hap- 
pened all courts have uniformly disregarded such irrelevant and extra-ofticial 
statements. An officer can not make evidence by certifying that which the 
law does not charge him with the duty of certifying. If sucha practice was 
tolerated the whole system of administering justice would be destroyed and 
every man would at once become a law unto himself. Certainly no lawyer 
or intelligent citizen, whether lawyer or not, can have any serious doubt as 
to the accuracy of the view we now express. The question was decided by 
the court of appeals of Kentucky in the following cases: Walker vs. McKnight 
(15 Ben Monroe, 477), ——— vs. Miller (4 Bibb, 311), Bowlen vs. Powell (7 Monroe, 
Monroe, 43), and Mullin vs. - (12 Bush). 

MILITARY INTERFERENCE. 

What we have already said certainly indicates the conclusion at which 
we have arrived as to the law governing our actions, possibly we should add 
nothing more, and if we were a mere court passing upon a question before 








us the whole subjegt would close with what has already been said. But we 
are not a court; we have expressly decided that in this opinion. Having 


arrived at that conclusion, certainly those who agree with us in what we 
are about to say,and those who disagree with us, will not, in view of the 
fact that the questions we now discuss were earnestly pressed upon us for 
our decision, even suggest that we have stepped outside of the record to 
decide a question not before us. 

It is contended by counsel for the Democratic candidates that the military 
force of the State was wrongfully and illegally called out on the day of the 
recent election with a view of intimidating the citizens and voters of the 
city of Louisville. Counsel cite not only decisions of American, but of Eng- 
lish courts and text writers of unquestionable ability to sustain their con- 


| tention that because of military interference in the city of Louisville the 
| election held on the 7th day of November should be declared null and void. 


For the reasons already stated, our answer to counsel is that we can not, 
asa mere canvassing board, consider the grave and constitutional question 
which they seek to enforce upon our consideration; but, in justice to counsel 
and to ourselves, we deem it relevant and pertinent to at least indicate our 
view on the subject. . 

It is a fact, about which we express no opinion, that the militia of this 
Commonwealth were called out by the chief executive of the State on elec- 
tion day, and, if the governor of the Commonwealth was in fact present in 
the city of Louisville personally in command of the State troops as argued, 
that presents a condition which does not meet the approval of this board, and 
which, in our opinion, the law unqualifiedly condemns. . 

In times of peace the military arm of the Government has no status in any 
State except to exist, receive its pay,and submit to the orders and commands 
of the civil authorities. It will not do in this cc untry—certainly not in Ken- 
tucky for any body occupying official station, or seeking political preferment, 
to call to his aid or assistance the militia of the States. Such conduct is not 
merely reprehensible in the first place, but it can not be tolerated for a moment 
by the Anglo-Saxon blood, which is represented in the citizenship of this 
Commonwealth. 

COOLEY ON MILITARY FORCE. 

No law writer of any respectability, and no court has ever agreed that a 
thing like this could be done in time of peace with impunity. With a just 
sense of the danger of military interference, where a trust is to be exercised, 
the highest aim is the most delicate in the whole machinery of government, 
it has not been thought unwise to prohibit the militia being called on election 
day, even though for no other purpose than for enrolling and organizing 
them. The ordinary peace force of the State and its presence sugs s order, 
individual safety and public security, but when the military appear upon the 
stage, even though composed of citizen militia, the circumstances must be 
assumed to be extraordinary and there is elways an appearance of threat- 
ened and dangerous compulsion which might easily interfere seriously with 
that calm and unimpassioned discharge of the elector’s duty which the law 
so justly favors. : 

The soldier in organized rank can know no law but such as is given him 
by his commanding officer, and when he appears at the polls ther 
sarily a suggestion of the presence of an enemy against whom he may 






is neces- 


be 


| compelled to exercise the most extreme and destructive forces. That enemy 


| 


authorities that com- 


must generally be the party out_of power, while the 
authority of the 


mand the force directed against them will be the executive 
State for the time being, wielded by their opponent. : sys 

It is consequently, of the highest importance that the presence of the mili- 
tary force at the polls be not suffered except in serious emergencies, when 
disorders exist or are threatened for the suppression or prevention of which 
the ordinary peace force is insufficient. ‘And any statute which would pro- 
vide for or permit such presence as a usual occurrence or, except in the 
last resort, though it might not be void, would nevertheless be a serious 
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invasion of constitutional right, and should not be submitted to in a free 
government without vigorous remonstrance. (Cooley's Constitutional Limi- 
tations, 6th edition, pages 773 and 774.) 

This is ‘‘American law,” recognized without qualification in every State of 
the Union and to which the board accords its willing and unqualified ap- 
yroval., So firmly are the principles announced by Judge Cooley anchored 
in our system that the Federal Congress by statute has provided that armed 
troops can not lawfully be present at the _— of an election, except to repel 
the enemies of the United Statesor keepthe peace. The doctrine announced 
by Judge Cooley is recognized and practiced in England. It has been the 
usage from the time of Edward I to remove all bodies of troops stationed 
near any polling places while the election was in progress, and by the statute 
of George II, c. 30, it was made the duty of the secretary of war to remove 
any body of troops not on regular garrison at least two miles from the town 
where an election was to be held, and keep them away at least one day after 
the polls were closed. Interpreting this statute, an English court said: 
“There having been disturbances and rioting during the election, the officers 
called ina body of troops to assist in preserving order.” The election was 
set aside, but it does not appear from the proceedings whether it was on ac- 
count of the employment of the soldiers or because of the riot. 

The magistrates who called in the militia were called before the House of 
Commons and reprimanded on their knees by the Speaker, and the House 
passed the following resolution: 

“That it appears to this House that a body of armed soldiers, headed by 
officers, did, on Friday, the eighth day of March last, come in a military 
manner, and take possession of the churchyard of St. Paul, Covent Garden, 
near the place where the polls for the election of citizens to serve in this 
present Parliament for the city of Westminster was taken before the said 
election was ended; that the presence of a regular body of armed soldiers at 
an election for members to serve in Parliament is a high infringement of the 
liberties of the subject, a manifest violation of the freedom of electons, and 
an open defiance of the laws and constitution of this Kingdom.’ (Roe on 
* Elections,” 311.) 

THE LAWS OF EVERY STATE. 

The doctrine announced above is the law of every State in this Repabite, 
and in a proper case with the facts properly shown before a tribunal having 
jurisdiction to deal with the subject the conclusion to which such tribunal 
would come is not, in our opinion, clothed by the slightest shadow of doubt. 

But, for reasonsalready discussed, this board may not sitin judgmenton that 
question, nor does it intend by what it has said to commit itself toany hard- 
and-fast line of action in the future. We have taken the liberty in this con- 
nection to express on this, along with the other questions argued, an opinion 
in this proceeding which has taken the widest range in the argument on both 
sides. 

THE ACTS OF JUDGE TONEY. 

Once more counsel for the Democratic candidates urges upon this board 
that it ought to reject the vote of the city of Louisville on account of the 
official acts of a circuit judge who, as counsel contend, with writs of manda- 
mus and mandatory injunctions, not only forced, as it is claimed, the officers 
of election to admit persons to the polling places who legally had no right to 
be there, but who, by mandatory process, required election officers to certify 
returns which it is suggested to us were not in fact true. 

All of this, for the reasons stated, is apart from the jurisdiction of this 
board as at present constituted. It isenough, however, in this connection, to 
say that this is not a government by injunction, and when the question is 
properly presented before a tribunal having jurisdiction to deal with the 
subject, we predict with confidence that the judgment of such tribunal will 
be swift and certain, and that it will be distinctly held that such perform- 
ances on the part of any judge in this State, whether of high or low degree, 
are usurpations which can not and will not be sanctioned by law. 

If the people of Kentucky are noted for anything, it is for fair dealing. 
Any attempt at intimidation, coercion, or overawing is resented by every 
citizen of the State, and no officer can with impunity exercise the functions 
of his place for the purpose of controlling the lawful actions of the citizens, 
or to put him in fear, except as he has committed some public offense. 


THE CERTIFICATE IS TAYLOR'S. 

We regret we have regarded it necessary in view of questions before us to 
extend this opinion to such length. It results from what has already been 
said that the certificates on the face of the returns before us should be 
issued to William 8. Taylor, the Republican candidate for governor, and to 
= = candidates on the Republican State ticket with him, and it is so 
ordered, 

Mr. KEAN. I should like to ask unanimous consent to call up 
a little pension bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I should like to have the floor—— 

Mr. KEAN. I yield to the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Unless the traditions of the Senate are to 
be disregarded. 

Mr. KEAN. [I yield to the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, if the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. DEBOE] is satisfied with his speech, so am I, and surely 
he has no right to claim that it was made on the spur of the mo- 
ment, because it is evidently, from beginning to end, an answer to 
something that I said in the Senate when engaged in a colloquy 
with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. DrerEew], and if my 
memory serves me as to dates, that must have been two months 
or more ago. 

So the Senator’s utterance to-day is not animpromptu one. It 

has been deliberated upon and carefully prepared, I assume, and 
I have no objection to it. On the contrary, I congratulate him 
upon the good temper in which it was couched and delivered. 
___. am sorry that the Senator in the course of his address did not 
illustrate a little more his nonpartisan fairness and tell us some- 
thing about what his party did through these troublous and 
ever to be regretted times in that period of Kentucky’s history. 
He has told you everything bad that the Democratic party ever 
did out there. He has told you everything bad that anybody 
ever intimated that the Democratic party ever did, and he has 
told you a good deal that I never before heard anybody charge 
against the Democratic party. 

But his time was limited, I reckon. He has spoken only an 
hour and a half, and he did not have time or take occasion to tell 
you about somebody suspending the writ of habeas corpus in 
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Kentucky just at that junction, denying to the officials of the 
courts permission to serve the processes of the courts, not in the 
remote mountain counties of my State, but on the capitol square 
in the city of Frankfort, which was barricaded with armed men 
and converted into a military camp. 

He did not tell you that when the sheriff undertook to execute 
process of the circuit court of Franklin County, the capital 
county of my State, and to execute it on the capitol square itself, 
under the dome of the State capitol, he was notified that the civil 
writs of courts did not run any longer; that martial law was 
supreme, and that he was a prisoner. 

I am sorry that the Senator did not find time to tell you who it 
was that with bayonets and guns in their hands, under the com- 
mand of the military State officials, chased the legislature of that 
sovereign Commonwealth out of that State capitol building, ran 
a foot race with it in its effort to get to the court-house where it 
might hold a session, barred it from entrance to the court-house 
with bayonets, under the command of the adjutant-general of the 
State—Mr. Taylor’s adjutant-general—Dan Collier, and then 
when that legislature, a law-making body on wheels, undertook 
to meet in the opera house Dan Collier and the uniformed mili- 
tary of the State, whom Taylor had there, beat them to the opera 
house and with crossed bayonets in front of its doors refused to 
allow the legislature to gather there. 

I wish he might have gone on and told you further that that 
same Republican adjutant-general, who had suspended the writ 
of habeas corpus, who had proclaimed martial law, who had 
chased the legislature at the point of the bayonet out of the State 
capitol and away from the court-house and away from the opera 
house, and all in God’s broad sunshine of the day, then hied him- 
self across the street to the principal hotel, where he heard, as he 
said, that the legislature was thinking of holding a session, and 
harangued the crowd and notified the proprietor, Mr. Whitesell, 
that if the legislature of Kentucky, the reservoir of the sovereignty 
of 1,800,000 free people, was allowed to hold a session in that 
public hotel he would batter it to the ground with the Gatling 
guns that Bradley sent to Louisville to intimidate the voters of 
that city with. 

Nobody denies all these things. My colleague will not deny 
them. But I do not care to dwell upon the incidents of that, the 
darkest page in all my State’s history. 1t may not be that cause 
preceded effect; it may be that it was simply and purely a politi- 
cal incident; but without expressing an opinion upon that sub- 
ject the fact will not be gainsaid that this darkest, bloodiest, most 
disreputable of all the periods of that old Commonwealth’s his- 
tory, which covers more than a hundred years, took place under 
the only Republican administration with which that State has 
ever been cursed since it came into this Union in June, 1792. 

Now, as to the vote, I am not going to repeat myself or say 
over what I said on the former occasion to which I have alluded. 
The board of State election commissioners consisted of three men. 
The Senator has stated this fact correctly. They were all Demo- 
crats. They were men of the highest character, two of them 
lawyers of high and recognized ability and standing. They were 
all Democrats. There was not a Republican on it. There ought 
to have been, but there was not. 

That was the board—three Democrats. One of them was a 
member of the House here from Kentucky for years—Ellis, from 
the Second district. That board by a majority vote, on a contest 
between the contending parties for the State offices, issued the 
certificates from top to bottom to the Republican ticket. Now, 
the Senator complains that the Republicans had no representa- 
tive on that election board. 

Mr. DEBOE. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. DEBOE. Did all three of them sign the certificates? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; I will state it. 

Mr. DEBOE. Which one refused? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Points refused. Judge Pryor and 
Mr. Ellis did sign. 

Mr. DEBOE. Will the Senator permit me to ask him another 
question? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. DEBOE. After Judge Ellis and Judge Pryor signed this 
report, did they not resign, and did not Mr. Points, the remain- 
ing member. appoint Mr. Fulton and Mr. Yonts? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. DEBOE. Then the whole election was absolutely in the 
hands of Mr. Points, who refused to sign the certificates of tho 
Republicans. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; the whole election was not in his 
hands at all. He did not have any more influence than the Sen- 
ator had here, because the other two outvoted him and issued 
certificates to the Republican claimants for every State office on 
the ticket. I admit that the Republicans had no representation 
upon that board of election commissioners, but it does not seem 
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to me that they suffered much, because that board, composed of 
three avowed Democrats, issued to the Republican candidates 
the certificate of election for every State office from governor 
down. 
Mr. DEBOE. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. 


Will the Senator permit me? 
Certainly. 

Mr. DEBOE. After the board was composed of Mr. Points, 
and Mr. Fulton, and Mr. Yonts, they heard the contests for the 
minor offices? 


Mr. BLACKBURN. That was after the issuanceof the certifi- 
cates. 

Mr. DEBOE. Yes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes. 


Mr. DEBOE. They heard the contests? 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes. 
Mr. DEBOE. This board threw out the city of Louisville 


and the various counties that were thrown out on account of 
tissue ballots? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the Senator state whether the board 
was Democratic or Republican? 

Mr. DEBOE. Democratic entirely, there being not a Repub- 
lican on it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It was Democratic. That was, as totwo 
of the three members, a new board, because after issuing certifi- 
cates to the Republican candidates, two of the three Democrats 
on the original State board of election commissioners resigned, 
and the two appointed in their places were Democrats, which left 
it still a Democratic board. That is the exact statement. 

Now, I do no care to go any further. As to the law—— 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the Senator please state why the two 
resigned, if he can inform us? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ihad contented myself with the request 
of the Senator to have published as a part of his speech the state- 
ment published by the State election commissioners who did resign. 

He read part of it and cheerfully acceded to my request to have 
the whole of it published in his remarks, because they tell you 
there that on the face of the returns the Republican candidates 
on the State ticket were elected, but they tell you further that 
they were simply discharging a ministerial duty, which was to 
foot up the tally sheets and issue certificates; that their duties 
were purely ministerial; that they had no right, as they conceived, 
to inquire into the validity of any ballot that might be impeached: 
that theirs was purely a clerical service, and in the discharge of 
such duty they had no difficulty in ascertaining that Taylor and 
the other Republican candidates had a majority of the votes re- 
turned. Upon that they issued the certificates of election to the 
Republican candidates. 

But read im to-morrow morning’s REcoRD, if the Senator’s 
speech shall appear in to-morrow morning’s RECORD, the state- 
ment given out to the public by these gentlemen, who afterwards 
resigned, and you can not reach any conclusion on earth except 
that they issued those certificates to the Republican claimants 
not because they believed they had gotten a majority of the legal 
votes cast at that election (because they did not believe it), but 
because they had no power to go behind the returns. That is set 
out as plainly as two good lawyers like the ex-chief justice of my 
State. Judge Pryor, and Judge Ellis were able to put it. 

That is the reason why they resigned. It was because their 
oaths, as they construed the law, required them to issue certifi- 
cates on the State ticket to a lot of men who had never been 
elected, and they knew that the people were restless under it and 
would be dissatisfied with it. That was their explanation, and 
none other. I do not care to go into all these things. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will my brilliant and good friend allow 
me to ask him a question at this point, in order to get at the truth? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Thisisaveryimportantquestion. Itseems 
to me, from listening to the Senator's very able speech a few 
weeks ago and his colleague’s speech to-day, that there is a diver- 
gence of views between them with respect to a very important 
feature of the case. 

I understood the junior Senator from Kentucky to say, in the 
course of his remarks, that the Democratic contention had been 
approved and justified by the court of appeals of Kentucky, and 
also by the Supreme Court of the United States. I interrupted 
the senior Senator from Kentucky this afternoon and asked him 
whether the merits of this controversy, lamentable as it is, had 
been passed upon by either State or Federal court. 

Iam referring now to what is generally known as the Taylor 
case. He said they had not been. I then turned to the Ruc- 
ORD and find this utterance of my distinguished friend, now on 
the floor—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What is the date, if the Senator pleases? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. April 11 last. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. That is right. It was over two months 


ago. 
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Mr. FAIRBANKS. I will read it. 


In the meantime the legislature met, and asit had the ee right— 
a right which no man ever dared to dispute, even in the realm of news- 
paperdom—that I by joint ballot, supported by a majority of allthe 
membership of it, declared, as did the whole number of three State commis- 
sioners, that Taylor and his Republican associates upon the ticket had never 
been elected. That legislature declared that Goebel was the legally elected 
governor of the Commonwealth. 

That contest was prosecuted through the State of Kentucky. to and in- 
cluding its supreme court, which we denominate the court of appeals. The 
contention of the Democrats was sustained. Nor did it stop there. That 
contest was brought beneath the Dome of this Capitol and passed upon by 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and the action taken by the local 
courts of Kentucky was sustained and vindicated. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Precisely. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS (reading): 

These are the facts, and no man who knows aught of them will dispute a 
single, solitary statement. 

hat is it that the Senator from New York is complaining about? The 
Goebel law, he said. Why, the Goebel law has been sustained by the su- 
preme court of Kentucky, and that has been sustained and vindicated in the 
opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States. Is it possible that the 
supreme courts of the Commonwealths of this Union and the Supreme 
Court of the United States itself must reverse their findings, change their 
opinions, review their own decisions, and come to learn law at the hands of 
a worthily distinguished and conspicuous corporation railroad attorney? 

I stand upon the opinion of the supreme court of my State and upon the 
opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States, and I think I may safely 
stand there with a hope of not having the underpinning. knocked from be- 
neath me by the opinions of the junior Senator from New York, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is it. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I had that in mind, but not accurately, 
when I interrogated the senior Senator from Kentucky. I under- 
stood him to say that the decision of the court of appeals of 
Kentucky and of the Supreme Court of the United States did not 
turn upon the merits of the controversy, but upon a question of 
jurisdiction. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; it was not at all upon a question of 
jurisdiction, if the Senator please. I repeat every word that the 
Senator from Indiana has just read from the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD from my remarks made some two or three months ago, 
The courts of Kentucky held—and when I say the “courts of 
Kentucky ’’ I mean from the nisi prius court up through the su- 
preme court—that the legislature was clothed with the power to 
determine all contested election cases, not for State offices, but 
for the two offices of governor and lieutenant-governor. 

The legislature is made the arbiter and the court before whom 
that case must be tried, anditsjudgmentis final, The legislature 
did so through the report of its joimt committee. It had sepa- 
rate committees upon the contest for governor and upon the con- 
test for lieutenant-governor. My colleague complained of the 
lack of proper Republican representation numerically upon those 
committees, and intimated, if he did not charge, that there must 
have been some species of chicanery in the formation of those 
committees. 

To that I have nothing to say, except that those committees 
were selected by lot in the two houses of the legislature in open 
session, just as men draw for seats over here in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. . 

Those two committees were raised and those joint committees 
did report, and the legislature, not only in joint assembly, but 
severally did declare by a majority vote, a quorum of each house 
being present, that not Taylor but Goebel been elected gov- 
ernor of Kentucky, and that Beckham had been elected lieutenant- 
governor. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. What was the political complexion of the 
legislature at that time? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, it was very largely Democratic. | 
notice the Senator from Kentucky said it was nearly evenly di- 
vided—that is, he had an indefinite way of making the calcula- 
tion so that it counts neither for proof or disproof, because he 
claimed all the Republicans in both branches as of right by he- 
redity. Then he claimed, I do not know whether by inheritance 
or purchase, all of the bolting Democrats there, known as Gold 
Democrats. He said there were a large number of them, which 
left the Democrats in a majority of about ten or adozen. That 
is a difficult calculation to make. 

Mr. DEBOER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. With pleasure. 

Mr. DEBOE. Does the Senator ask me a question? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; I thought the Senator wanted to ask 
one. 

Mr. DEBOE. I understood the Senator to say that this board 
reported to the legislative committees. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; I said the legislative committees 


reported. 
r. DEBOE. They reported to the legislature? 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes. ai 


Mr. DEBOE. That the Democrats were elected? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes. . 

Mr. DEBOE. Did they state any reason for the decision which 
they reached? 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. I have not their report before me. If 
the Senator has it, I will very gladly incorporate it in my remarks. 

Mr. DEBOE. I have it here. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Orthe Senator may put itin his. I know 
those two joint committees reported in favor of the election of 
Goebel and Beckham, and I know the legislature ratified their 
finding by declaring Goebel elected governor and Beckham elected 
lieutenant-governor. Now, that was the question that was car- 
ried into the court, and clear through to the supreme court of the 
State of Kentucky it was held that the legislature was the exclu- 
sive tribunal clothed with power to determine this contest. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It went to the Supreme Court. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is what the Senator said. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Precisely; that is what it did. 

Mr. SPOONER. And the court held it had no jurisdiction. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Precisely; but the action taken by the | 


legislature was upheld as the law of the land by the supreme 
court of my State, and when brought before the Supreme Court 
of the United States by writ of error, it was affirmed there, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. But they did not pass upon the question 
as to whether the action of the legislature was in contravention 
of the rights of the Republican candidate or otherwise. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Why was not that question raised? 

Mr. SPOONER. It could not be raised, could it? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then all I have to say is this, and I ven- 
ture that it will go without contradiction: There was not a step 
taken by the Democratic party in Kentucky during all of this 
contention that was not supported, upheld, and validated by the 
courts, both State and Federal. I might say further that—— 

Mr. DEBOE. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Inonemoment. I mightsay further that 
no matter how much trouble was brought there, no matter how 
many laws were infracted and broken, no matter how many shots 
were fired and mobs were raised, no matter how much blood was 
spilled, there never was a word uttered, so far as the record goes, 
an act performed, a shot fired, or a murder committed by a mem- 
ber of the Democratic party. 

From the beginning to the end of that lamentable affair no man 
has ever claimed, and no man who stands upon the record and 
regards the truth will dare to say, that there ever was a shot fired 
by anybody upon the Democratic side. No blood is chargeable 
to their account. No suspension of the writ of habeas corpus or 
the civil processes of the courts was ever charged to them. It 
was not by Democrats that the State house was turned into a 
military camp, and the supreme court of my State driven out of 
its chambers, and the records of that court left in the charge of a 
shoulder-strapped sergeant of a military company using the cap- 
itol for a military camp. 

Mr. DEBOE. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes; with pleasure. 

Mr. DEBOE. That was the court, then, composed of all Demo- 
crats? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. A majority. 

Mr. DEBOE. At that time? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes. 

Mr. DEBOE. Where do you get any evidence to show that 
the supreme court or the court of appeals was ever driven out or 
prevented from exercising the rights it had under the law? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I make a witness of my colleague. I 
prove it by him. 

Mr. DEBOE. I say it was not so. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I say it was, and I say my colleague will 
not deny it. 

Mr. DEBOE. The record will show. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Itis true the military under the adjutant- 
general—General Collier—did not drive out the supreme court at 
the point of the bayonet and lift them out of their room, but he 
put that statehouse and statehouse yard under guard. I was 
there and saw it, and so did the Senator, because he did not leave 
there until the very afternoon before Goebel was murdered and 
shot down in cold blood. That happened on Tuesday morning, 
and the Senator left there on Monday night after dark. 

Mr. DEBOE. The militia were not called out then. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No. 

Mr. DEBOE. That is what I said. 

_Mr. BLACKBURN. The mob had control, though, as the 
Senator knows, and pitched their tents in the statehouse yard. 

Mr. DEBOE. Do you mean the Democratic mob? 

Mr. BLACKBU. I mean the mob that your people brought 
from the mountains, 1,400 strong, Thursday morning before Goe- 
bel was murdered, on special trains furnished by the Louisville and 
Nashville Railroad ee charge besides. Of the supreme 
court of that State, known as the court of appeals, at that time not 
one of its judges went into the statehouse yard because they could 
hot get in except through a file of bayonets provided they had 
permission from General Collier, the Republican adjutant-general. 


Mr. SPOONER. The Senator did not mean that the sergeant 
wore shoulder straps? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; chevrons. I did not mean shoulder 
straps. He was a subordinate military officer, not ranking prob- 
ably above a corporal. 

Now, if all of these things of which the Senator complains were 
true, if Taylor was elected Governor of Kentucky, if he had a ma- 
jority of the votes of that 2,000,000 people, he surely must have 
some friends left out there now. Why does not the Senator ad- 
vise him and another one of his associates to quit hiding out as 
fugitives from justice and finding shelter under the egis of the 
governor of the State of my friend from Indiana, under indict- 
ment as accessories before the fact to the foulest, most dastardly, 
cowardly, and cruel murder that ever disgraced the records of 
any party or any country? 

Is he afraid that he can not get a fair trial? Is it possible that 
aman who in the last gubernatorial election had a majority of 
the votes in the whole State at his back for the high office of gov- 
ernor can not get a fair trial at the hands of 12 men in the State 
of Kentucky? 

Suppose he did not get a fair trial. Does he not know—if he 
does not the Senator can inform him—the supreme court, the 
court of last resort in the State to-day, is Republican in its texture 
and its make-up; and if you have any doubt about its being a 
Republican court you can find some convincing arguments to 
that effect if you will notice that in every case where an appeal 
has been taken, where a man has been charged by indictment on 
the oaths of a grand jury with being implicated in Goebel’s 
assassination andhas been convicted, and an appeal is taken to 
that supreme court of Kentucky since that Republican majority 
has been on that bench, in every solitary instance the case has 
been reversed. 

It looks like a majority of that court are pretty solid Republican. 
So if Taylor and Finley and the balance of the fugitives from jus- 
tice who are becoming citizens of Indiana, our neighbor State, 
will go back and answer to those indictments under which they 
are resting to-day they have the assurance in advance that they 
have a partisan Republican supreme court to appeal to in the 
final resort, that never has been yet appealed to by a suspected 
assassin in vain. 

Now, I do not know that I care to say anything more, Mr. Presi- 
dert, except one thing. When the Senator started out I put this 
almost blank sheet, as you will see, in front of me to take notes 
of what I thought would be necessary to reply to. But I found 
none to make except one—I did make one note—and I want to use 
it now, not for my protection or benefit, but for the benefit of my 
colleague. 

He stated that a majority of the citizens of Louisville who 
asked for troops there on the day of election were not Republic- 
ans, were not Gold Democrats, but were Bryan Democrats. I 
am sure that that was a hasty utterance and that my colleague 
did not intend to say that. I simply call his intention to it in 
order that he may not allow it to appear that way in the REecorp. 
because I would not have him appear to such disadvantage before 
his people. 

Mr. DEBOE. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. With pleasure. 

Mr. DEBOE. I did not mean to say all. 

Mr. BLACKBORN. No, you said a majority. 

Mr. DEBOE. I think that is about correct. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That a majority of those asking for 
troops were Bryan Democrats? 

Mr. DEBOE. I think so. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ihave done my part toward saving my 
colleague from the disadvantage at which he will appear before 
Kentucky’s people. If he will not accept my friendly service it is 
not my fault. 

Mr. DEBOE. There were a thousand men, Bryan's friends, in 
the city of Louisville who were very strongly against Mr. Goebel, 
as the Senator knows. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No,I do not know that. I know this: 
He said there was no evidence of the presence of troops parad- 
ing in the streets of Louisville on the day of the election with 
Gatling guns to prevent anybody from voting. I stated six 
weeks or about two months ago that the only evidence we 
had of that was that the registration taken a few days before 
the election, as the law required, showed that in round num- 
bers there were 10,000 more men who took the trouble to reg- 
ister at that time to vote in Louisville than did vote when 
the day of election came and the military paraphernalia was em- 
ployed. 

I have nothing more to say, Mr. President. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the Speaker of 
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the House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint reso- 
lution; and they were thereupon signed by the President pro tem- 
pore: 

A bill (S. 1225) granting an increase of pension to Clara W. 
McNair; 

A bill (S, 3: 
Hatch; 

A bill (S. 3360) for the promotion of First Lieut. Joseph M. 
Simms, Revenue-Cutter Service; 

A bill (S. 4611) to authorize the West Elizabeth and Dravos- 
burg Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge across 
the Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania: 

A bill (S. 5383) providing that the circuit court of appeals of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States shall hold at least 
one term of said court annually in the city of Atlanta, in the State 
of Georgia, on the first Monday in October in each year; 

A bill (S. 5506) granting an increase of pension to Clayton P. 
Van Houten; 

A bill (8S. 5856) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth A. 
Turner; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) in relation to monument to 
prison-ship martyrs at Fort Greene, Brooklyn, N. Y. 





20) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide G. 


ORDER OF 


It is almost 5 o’clock. : 
Will the Senator from Maine allow me just a 


BUSINESS, 
Mr. HALE. 
Mr. DEBOE. 

moment? 

Mr. HALE. Let me make a statement; then I will yield to the 

Senator. 

It is evident that neither the report of the conferees upon the 
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I am reading from the transcript of the record, volume 1, 
page 31: 

‘** Defendants further say that the said committees finally con- 
cluded the hearing of evidence on January 29, and ordered that 
the argument should begin on the next day, to wit, January 30, 
allowing each side ten hours to argue the contest, and ordering 
that the argument on the first day should not in all exceed six 
hours. On the next day, to wit, on January 30, being the day on 
which the argument was to begin, and just before the time ar- 
rived for the beginning of said argument, the said contestant, 
William Goebel, was assassinated, that is to say, he on that day 





received the wound from which he afterwards died. 

‘The said wounding of the said Goebel instantly caused great 
and extraordinary excitement in the city of Frankfort, and feel- 
ing and passion in the people and members of the general as- 


| sembly ran very high, so that for a time there was serious 


naval bill or the deficiency bill, the only two remaining appro- | 


priation bills, will reach this Chamber for several hours. I do 
not think under the circumstances it is worth the while to wait 
longer. I have been asking Senators not to move to adjourn un- 
til I could discover the situation in the House. I rose for the 
purpose of moving an executive session, and before that session I 
will move that when the Senate adjourns it adjourn to meet at 
11 o'clock Monday morning. That will give us a long day’s ses- 
sion and an opportunity for dealing with these reports and with 
the other report if it comes in from the conferees on the Philip- 
pine government bill. If the reports come in there is a very good 
prospect that we may adjourn either during the day Monday or 
early the next day. I think the appropriation bills will not de- 
lay final adjournment, but I think we gain nothing by waiting 
any longer to-night. 
I yield for the present to the Senator from Kentucky. 


ELECTION OF UNITED STATES SENATORS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by Mr. DEBOE to the joint resolution (H. 
J. Res. 41) proposing an amendment to the Constitution provid- 
ing for the election of Senators of the United States. 

Mr. DEBOE. Mr. President, just a word or two in reply to 
what my friend said. 

Before I notice that, there is one question which I desire to 
speak of, that is the question of tissue ballots. The evidence was 
conflicting as to whether there were tissue ballots used or not, 
but the record shows that there were more Democratic tissue 
ballots than there were Republican ballots. 

The Democratic board threw out the counties of Magoffin, 
Martin. and Jackson on charge of thin ballots, and Jefferson on 
interference of militia. The evidence showed that in Graves, 
Wolfe, Powell, and Breathitt counties there were thinner bal- 
lots used,with a Democratic majority of 3,111, than there were in 
the Republican counties of Magoffin, Martin, and Johnson, with 
a Republican majority of 1,187. 

Now, Mr. President, it is true that Governor Taylor declared 
martial law and adjourned the legislature after the assassination 
of Mr. Goebel, and I say that the assassination of Mr. Goebel 
was a great crime on that State. The reason he did that was on 
account of the lawless condition surrounding the legislature and 
the city of Frankfort. It was absolutely in a state of insurrec- 
tion. That whole affair had been brought about by the wrong- 
ful acts of the Democratic party during the two or three years 
prior thereto and at that time. That wasthe reasonwhy. They 
had threatened to kill, as I said a while ago, two Republican 
attorneys if they attempted to argue that case. I will read from 
the record what that statement was, and then I shall close. 

Mr. PETTUS. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. DEBOE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to know whether the constitution of 
Kentucky authorizes the governor to declare martial law? 

Mr. DEBOE. I think it does. 


lawyers in Kentucky think it does. 
ability have so expressed themselves, 


danger of mob violence, and threats were made against and 
communicated to the attorneys for the contestees to the effect 
that two of them would be killed if they attempted to argue said 
contests. 

‘The communications of these threats were not made by irre- 
sponsible persons or anonymous communications, but some of the 
counsel for the contestants stated to the counsel for the contestees 
that they felt it due to themselves, as men and as lawyers, to 
notify the counsel for the contestees that in their judgment two 
of the said counsel for contestees (naming them) would be killed 
if they appeared before the said committee to argue the said con- 
tests.”’ 

Now, Mr. President, the civil authorities were unable to pro- 
tect the lives of men in the discharge of important duties. As I 
have said, a state of insurrection existed in the city of Frankfort 
as great as it did during the civil war. The reason why Taylor 
and Finley do not return to Kentucky is on account of the cor- 
rupt methods used by the courts. Justice has flown away and 
corrupt politics absolutely dominate the courts. Thatis the reason 
why they do not come back there. They would stand no more 
chance to get justice in those courts than a white man would 
among a lot of wild Indians. 

I ask the Senator why $100,000 reward was offered to find the 
assassin. Every citizen of that State wanted the assassin found. 
But, Mr. President, the reason they appropriated $100,000 was 
not to secure and to punish the assassin, but it was for the pur- 
pose of using that matter to advance the interests of the Demo- 
cratic party, as it has been used ever since as a political scheme 
to reflect upon honest men. Witness after witness has confessed 
that they swore falsehoods; that they had been bribed by a cer- 
tain gentleman who was sent there for a special purpose to aid 

| in the prosecution of these cases. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. DEBOE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want to ask the Senator whether he 

| thinks it was necessary to use that appropriation of $100,000 or 
any other appropriation or argument to advance the interests 
of the Democratic party in Kentucky. Does he not know that when 
the shot rang out which cost Goebel his life, it sealed the doom 
of the Republican party in Kentucky for at least one generation to 
come, as witnessed by the early retirement of our genial friend 


from his place in this Senate, which we all regret and deplore? 


Mr. DEBOE. That is the statement, of course, of my distin- 
guished colleague. The Republican party was not responsible for 
the death of Mr. Goebel. 

Mr. President, the people of Kentucky and, I think, of almost 


| all the United States are pretty familiar with the conduct of the 


courts in the various trials which have been held there. I will 
say to the Senator that if he will not select Goebelite jurors, but 
will select honest, impartial men, those men are willing any day 
to return and have a fair trial, if they will have a judge that is 
not dominated absolutely by his political prejudices to preside 
over the trial. 

The judge who presided over those cases arbitrarily ruled in 
the interest of the prosecution and against the rights of the de- 
fendants, and the court of appeals of the Commonwealth has re- 
versed his ruling time and again. I say that the reason why those 
men are not back there is because they can not get justice. They 
would come any day if they could have a fair trial. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I only want to say in this 
connection the Senator does not know Judge Cantrill, the nisi 


prius judge in that capital jurisdiction in Kentucky, as well nor 


Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to | 


as intimately as I have known him. I venture the assertion, and 
it can be established by the testimony of every good citizen of 
Kentucky who knows him, without regard to politics, that there 
is no more learned judge, no truer, higher gentleman, no better 
| man either in my State or any other, than that nisi prius judge 


A great many of the ablest | before whom these trials were had. 
Democratic lawyers of great | 


But suppose it were true, as the Senator from Kentucky charges, 
' that Taylor and his accomplices could not get a fair trial in the 
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circuit court or trial courts in my State, I repeat that as the court 
of last resort they could go to the court of appeals or the supreme 
court of Kentucky, which has a majority of Republican judges 
on it to-day, and which, since it was so constituted, has never 
failed to set aside every verdict that ever convicted any man 
charged with the killing of Goebel. No appeal has ever been 
taken from the trial court where conviction was had of one of 
these alleged assassins that has not been reversed by the supreme 
court of the State since that court has been Republican, as it is 
to-day. 

I wish very much that I had the power. I would gladly agree 
here and now that Taylor and Finley and the balance of these 
fugitives from justice should be tried under a change of venue, 
if it were permissible or legal, not before a Kentucky court nora 


Kentucky jury, but before an Indiana judge and an Indiana jury | 


or a Massachusetts judge and a Massachusetts jury. 

Mr. DEBOE. We will agree to that. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Wherever they were tried I would be 
content with the verdict, and so would the people of Kentucky. 

Mr. DEBOE. Will the Senator yield a minute? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. DEBOE. I will agree for those gentlemen that that be 
done and that the cases shall be transferred before some honor- 
able judge. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I thought my colleague among his vari- 
ous learned professions embraced that of a lawyer. I knew he 
was a doctor, and I thought he was a lawyer also. I thought he 
knew that it was not in the power of mortal man to change the 
venue and carry a criminal case out of one Commonwealth into 
another. 

Mr. DEBOE. I understand that. 


I meant, of course, in the 
same State. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I would be perfectly willing to have it | 


tried in any State in New England, and I would not care whether 
the jurors were Republicans or Democrats, just so they were 
honest men, and I would be assured of the result. 


HOUR OF MERTING. 


Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet at 11 o’clock on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


CONTROL OF DOGS IN THE DISTRICT, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4792) relative to the 
control of dogs in the District of Columbia, to report it with a 
recommendation that the Senate concur in the amendment of the 
House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 





EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 
30, 1902, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 28, 1902. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Walter L. Robb, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Oregon, in the State of Oregon, to succeed John Fox, 
whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 

Ernest G. Eagleson, of Boise, Idaho, to be surveyor-general of 

Idaho, vice Joseph Perrault, term expired. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Horace H. Dubendorff, to be postmaster at Alamosa, in the 
county of Conejos and State of Colorado, in place of Horace i. 
Dubendorff. Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. 

Samuel M. Johnson, to be postmaster at Carson, in the county 
of Pottawattamie and State of Iowa. Office becomes Presidential 
July 1, 1902. 

Oliver H. P. Green, to be postmaster at Orion, in the county 
of Oakland and State of Michigan. Office becomes Presidential 
July 1, 1902. 

Charles H. Whitaker, to be postmaster at North Conway, in 
the county of Carroll and State of New Hampshire. Office be- 
comes Presidential July 1, 1902. 

Kenneth E. Struble, to be postmaster at Shepherd, in the 
county of Isabella and State of Michigan. Office becomes Pres- 
idential July 1, 1902. 

Carrie Newton, to be postmaster at Benwood, in the county of 
Marshall and State of West Virginia. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1902. 

Anna L. Poole, to be postmaster at Carthage, in the county of 

-anola and State of Texas. Office became Presidential January 
1, 1902. 

Loren Z. Burdick, to be postmaster at Seabreeze, in the county 
of Volusia and State of Florida, in place of Mary N. Herrick, re- 
moved. 

Frank E. Posey, to be postmaster at Baton Rouge, in the par- 
ish of East Baton Rouge and State of Louisiana, in place of James 


| B. Burnett, deceased. 


shire reports from the Committee on the District of Columbia the | 


amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill named by 
him, and asks for its present consideration. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
amendment of the House of Representatives, which was to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That sections 8, 4, and 9 of the act of Congress approved June 19, 1878, en- 


titled “An act to create a revenue in the District of Columbia by levying a | 


tax upon all dogs therein, to make such dogs personal property, and for other 
purposes,”-be, and the same are hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 
“Src. 8. That the pound master of the District of Columbia shall, during 
the entire year, seize all dogs found running at large without the tax tag 
issued by the collector aforesaid attached, and all female dogs in heat foun 


running at large, andshall impound the same; andif within forty-eight hours | 


the same are not redeemed by the owners thereof by the payment of $2 
they shall be sold or destroyed, as the ~~ master may deem advisable; 
and any sale made by virtue hereof shall be deemed valid to all intents and 


purposes in all courts of the District of Columbia. 


“Suc. 4. That aay dog wearing the tax tag hereinbefore provided for, ex- | 
n¢ 


cept female dogs in heat, shall be permitted to run at large within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and any dog wearing the tax tag hereinbefore provided 
for shall be regarded as personal property in all the courts of said District, 
and any person injuring or destroying the same shall be liable toa civil action 
for damages, which, upon proof oF said injuring or killing, may be awarded 
in a sum equal to the value usually put_upon such property by persons buy- 
ing and selling the same, subject to such modifications as the particular cir- 
cumstances of the case may make proper. 


“Src. 9. That if any owner or possessor of a fierce or dangerous dog shall | 


permit the same to go at large in the District of Columbia, knowing said dog 


to be fierce or dangerous, to the danger or annoyance of the inhabitants, he | 


shall, upon conviction thereof, be punished by a fine not exceeding $20; and 
if such animal shall attack or bite any person, the owner or possessor thereof 
shall, on conviction, be punished by a d 

to such punishment the court shall adjudge and order that such animal be 
forthwith delivered to the pound master, and said pound master is hereby 
vuthorized and directed to kill such animal so delivered to him. 

_ \ if any owner or possessor of a female dog shall permit her to go at large 
in the District of Columbia while in heat he shall, upon conviction thereof, 
be punished by a fine not exceeding $20.” 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives, 
The motion was agreed to. 


ne not exceeding $50, and in addition | 


Homer N. Boyle, to be postmaster at McGregor, in the county 
of Clayton and State of Iowa, in place of Alonzo C. Boyle, resigned. 
Eliza B. Lockwood, to be postmaster at Bedford, in the county 
of Cuyahoga and State of Ohio, in place of Malcolm J. Lockwood, 


| deceased. 


Jonathan McGrath, to be postmaster at Woodward, in the 


| county of Woodward and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of 


| 





Edward B. Roll, removed. 

Charles K. Bailey, to be postmaster at Bethel, in the county of 
Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in place of Charles K. Bailey. 
Incumbent’s commission expires July 1, 1902. 

George A. Lemmon, to be postmaster at Thomaston, in the 
county of Litchfield and State of Connecticut, in place of George 
A. Lemmon. Incumbent’s commission expired June 22, 1902. 

William W. Ward, to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county 
of Columbia and State of Washington, in place of William W 
Ward. Incumbent’s commission expired June 22, 1902. 

Edward G. Armstrong, to be postmaster at Bartlett, in the 
county of Williamson and State of Texas, in place of Edward G, 
Armstrong. Incumbent’s commission expired March 31, 1902. 

Burtis W. Johnson, to be postmaster at Corvallis, in the county 
of Benton and State of Oregon, in place of Burtis W. Johnson. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

John G. Gorth, to be postmaster at Oconomowoc, in the county 


| of Waukesha and State of Wisconsin, in place of William A. 


Jones. Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

Leonard A. Millspaugh, to be postmaster at Winfield, in the 
county of Cowley and State of Kansas, in place of Edwin P. 
Greer. Incumbent’s commission expires July 1, 1902. 

Joshua Stevens, to be postmaster at Macon, in the county of 
Noxubee and State of Mississippi, in place of Joshua Stevens. 
Incumbent’s commission expired June 3, 1902. 

Lot Livermore, to be postmaster at Pendleton, in the county of 
Umatilla and State of Oregon, in place of Charles E. Fell. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

Edgar J. Graff, to be postmaster at Blairsville, in the county 
of Indiana and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Edgar J. Graff. 
Incumbent’s commission expires July 7, 1902. 
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Charles A. Parker, to be postmaster at West Rutland, in the 
county of Rutland and State of Vermont, in place of Charles A. 
Parker. Incumbent’s commission exptres June 28, 1902. 

Peter Danielson, to be postmaster at Medford, in the county of 
Taylor and State of Wisconsin, in place of Frank M. Perkins. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 10, 1902. 

Frank E. Fritcher, to be postmaster at Nashua, in the county 
of Chickasaw and State of Iowa, in place of Frank E. Fritcher. 
Incumbent’s commission expires July 7, 1902. 

Joseph H. Turner, to be postmaster at South Bend, in the 
county of Pacific and State of Washington, in place of D. Jay 
Olds. Incumbent’s commission expires July 7, 1902. 

Alfred A. True, to be postmaster at Highland, in the county of 
San Bernardino and State of California. Office becomes Presi- 
dential July 1, 1902. 


Renel W. Norton, to be postmaster at Kennebunk Port, in the | 


county of York and State of Maine. 
July 1, 1902. 

James M. King, to be postmaster at White Bear Lake, in the 
county of Ramsey and State of Minnesota. Office becomes Presi- 
dential July 1, 1902. 

George B. Craft, to be postmaster at Bellefourche, in the 
county of Butte and Stateof South Dakota. Office becomes Presi- 
dential July 1, 1902. 

Jesse W. Lawton, to be postmaster at Arapaho, in the county 
of Custer and Territory of Oklahoma. Office becomes Presi- 
dential July 1, 1902. 

.Chalmer R. Higdon, to be postmaster at Billings, in the county 
of Noble and Territory of Oklahoma. Office becomes Presi- 
dential July 1, 1902. 

James H. Fluhart, to be postmaster at Continental, in the county 
of Putnam and State of Ohio. 
1, 1902. 

Harry W. Hawkins, to be postmaster at Sycamore, in the county 
of Wyandot and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1902. ° 


Office becomes Presidential 


Charles T. La Cost, to be postmaster at Bryan, in the county | 


of Williams and State of Ohio, in place of Charles T. La Cost. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1902. 

Edmund L. Vale, to be postmaster at Columbus Grove, in the 
county of Putnam and State of Ohio, in place of Edmund L. 
Vale. Incumbent’s commission expired May 2, 1902. 

Charles J. Thompson, to be postmaster at Defiance, in the county 
of Defiance and State of Ohio, in place of Charles J. Thompson. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 10, 1902. 

John Vogt, to be postmaster at Deshler, in the county of Henry 
and State of Ohio, in place of John Vogt. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired March 16, 1902. 

Alonzo L. Jones, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county 
of Darke and State of Ohio,im place of Alonzo L. Jones. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired May 24, 1902. 

Henry 8. Enck, to be postmaster at Leipsic, in the county of 
Putnam and State of Ohio, in place of Henry 8. Enck. Incum- 
bent’s conimission expired May 2, 1902. 

James B. Fisher, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of 
Marion and State of Ohio, in place of James B. Fisher. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired May 24, 1902. 

Robert F. Dent, to be postmaster at New Comerstown, in the 
county of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio, in place of Robert F. 
Dent. Incumbent’s commission expired May 24, 1902. 

Robert V. Jones, to be posttmaster at Sidney, in the county of 
Shelby and State of Ohio, in place of Robert V. Jones. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired May 24, 1902. 

Villiam H. Frater, to be postmaster at Upper Sandusky, in the 
county of Wyandot and State of Ohio, in place of William H. 
Frater. Incumbent’s commission expired May 10, 1902. 

Wilbert C. Davis, to be postmaster at Wapakoneta, in the 
county of Auglaize and State of Ohio, in place of Wilbert C. Davis. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 9, 1902. 

William W. Scott, to be postmaster at Canal Dover, in the 
county of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio, in place of William W. 
Scott. Incumbent’s commission expired May 10, 1902. 

J. Knox Corbett, to be postmaster at Tucson, in the county of 
Pima and Territory of Arizona, in place of George W. Cheney. 
Incumbent’s commission expired June 13, 1902. 

Mark L. Harper, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county of 
Woodford, and State of Illinois, in place of Homer E. Darst. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 24, 1902. 

Sylvanus S. Thompson, to be postmaster at Marseilles, in the 
county of Lasalle and State of Illinois, in place of Sylvanus 8. 
Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expires July 1, 1902. 


Moses C. McMurry, to be postmaster at Saybrook, in the county 
of McLain and State of Ilinois, in place of Moses C. McMurry. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 31, 1902. 

Leroy H. Camp, to be postmaster at Laporte City, in the county 
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| of Black Hawk and State of Iowa, in place of Leroy H. Camp, 
| Incumbent’s commission expired June 24, 1902. 
| John Q. Saint, to be postmaster at Marshalltown, inthecounty 
| of Marshall and State of Iowa, in place of John Q. Saint. Incum- 
| bent's commission expired June 10, 1902. 

Gordon R. Badgerow, to be postmaster at Sioux City, in the 
| county of Woodbury and State of Iowa, in place of Edward P. 
| Heizer. Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

Fred W. Willard, to be postmaster at Leavenworth, in the 
| county of Leavenworth and State of Kansas, in place of Danie] 
| R. Anthony, jr. Incumbent’s commission expired June 22, 1902. 
| Marion A. Humphreys, to be postmaster at Salisbury, in the 

county of Wicomico and State of Maryland, in place of Elijah S. 

| Adkins. Incumbent’s commission expired June 13, 1902. 

John A. Thayer, to be postmaster at Attleboro, in the county 
of Bristol and State of Massachusetts, in place of John A. Thayer. 
| Incumbent’s commission expires July 7, 1902. 

Byron Truell, to be postmaster at Lawrence, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts, in place of Sidney H. Brigham, 
Incumbent’s commission expires July 7, 1902. 

Elbridge Nash, to be postmaster at South Weymouth, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in place of E)- 
bridge Nash. Incumbent’s commission expired June 2, 1902. 

Louis C. Hyde, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county 
| of Hampden and State of Massachusetts, in place of Louis (., 
| Hyde. Incumbent’s commission expired June 22, 1902. 
inthrop A. Hayes, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the 
county of Oakland and State of Michigan, in place of Winthrop 
A. Hayes. Incumbent’s commission expires July 7, 1902. 

T. W. Cole, to be postmaster at Nelson, in the county of Nuckolls 
and State of Nebraska, in place of Marcellus 8. Storer. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires July 7, 1902. 

William Budge, to be postmaster at Grand Forks, in the county 
| of Grand Forks and State of North Dakota, in place of William 
| Budge. Incumbent’s commission expired June 15, 1902. 

David Larin, to be postmaster at Mayville, in the county of 
Traill and State of North Dakota, in place of David Larin. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires July 7, 1902. 

Edward Hirsch, to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Marion and State of Oregon, in place of Edward Hirsch. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired June 16, 1902. 

Wilburn M. McCoy, to be postmaster at Guthrie, in the county 
of Logan and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of Wilburn M. 
McCoy. Incumbent’s commission expires July 1, 1902. 

John L. Clark, to be postmaster at Kenton, in the county of 
Hardin and State of Ohio, in place of John L. Clark. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired June 15, 1902. 

William M. Powell, to be postmaster at Hazleton, in the county 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in place of William M. 
Powell. Incumbent’s commission expires July 8, 1902. 

Catharine A. Endsley , to be postmaster at Somerset, inthe county 
of Somerset and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Catharine A. 
Endsley. Incumbent’s commission expired April 21, 1902. 

Frank S. Myers, to be postmaster at Redfield, in the county of 
Spink and State of South Dakota, in place of Frank 8S. Myers. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

James H. Neil, jr., to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the 
county of Bedford and State of Tennessee, in place of James H. 
Neil, jr. Incumbent’s commission expired May 10, 1902. 

Edward H. Blanton, to be postmaster at Paris, in the county of 
Henry and State of Tennessee, in place of Daniel M. Nobles. [n- 
cumbent’s commission expires July 7, 1£02. 

William H. Harvey, to be postmaster at Belton, in the county 
of Bell and State of Texas, in place of William H. Harvey. I[n- 
| cumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

Robert T. Bartley, to be postmaster at Ladonia, in the county 
of Fannin and State of Texas,in place of Robert T. Bartley. In- 
| cumbent’s commission expires July 4, 1902. . 
Carlos C. Bancroft, to be postmaster.at Montpelier, in the 

county of Washington and State of Vermont, in place of Lorenzo 

W. Shedd. Incumbent’s commission expires June 28, 1902. 
Franklin B. Blue, to be postmaster at Grafton, in the county 

of Taylor and State of West Virginia, in place of James W. Holt. 

Incumbent’s commission expired January 19, 1902. : 

John W. Matlick, to be postmaster at Keyser, in the county 0! 

Mineral and State of West Virginia, in place of John W. Matlick. 

Incumbent’s commission expired June 13, 1902. 














Henry Dryhurst, to be postmaster at Meriden, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in place of Henry Dry- 
hurst. Incumbent’s commission expires July 6, 1902. 

R. M. Hamer, to be postmaster at Emporia, in the county ©! 


Lyon and State of Kansas, in place of William F, Ewing. !- 


cumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

L. H. Boyd, to be postmaster at Russell, in the county of Rus- 
sell and State of Kansas, in place of Charles E. Hall. 
commission expired March 4, 1902, 


TIncumbent’s 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 28, 1902. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 

Capt. Joseph C. Byron, quartermaster, to be captain of infantry, 
with rank from March 2, 1899. 

Capt. Chauncey B. Baker, Infantry Arm (detailed as quarter- 
master), to be quartermaster with the rank of captain, March 2, 
1899. 

John P. Kelly, of Florida, contract surgeon, United States 
Army, to be assistant surgeon, United States Volunteers, with 
the rank of captain, June 26, 1902. 

MARSHALS. 

Walter F. Matthews, of Oregon, to be United States marshal 
for the district of Oregon. 

Frank §S. Elgm, of Tennessee, to be United States marshal for 
the western district of Tennessee. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

William Mahone, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Petersburg, in the State of Virginia. 

Walter L. Robb, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Oregon. 

Isaac L. Patterson, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Willamette, in the State of Oregon. 

Robert Smalls, of South Carolina, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Beaufort, in the State of South Carolina. 

INDIAN AGENT. 


William H. Smead, of Montana, to be agent for the Indians of 
the Flathead Agency, in Montana. 


INDIAN INSPECTOR. 
William H. Code, of Mesa, Ariz., to be an Indian inspector 
(irrigation engineer). 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Frank Bacon, of Nebraska, to be receiver of public moneys at 
North Platte. Nebr., to take effect August 8, 1902. 

Eugene B. Hyde, of Spokane, Wash., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Spokane, Wash. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE, 


Henry V. Hinman, of Roslyn, Wash., to be register of the land 
office at North Yakima, Wash. 

George E. French, of Nebraska, to be register of the land office 
at North Platte, Nebr., to take effect August 8, 1902, 

POSTMASTERS. 

James E. Karns, to be postmaster at Springdale, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

A. M. Smith, to be postmaster at Brunswick, in the county of 
Glynn and State of Georgia. 

Allen P. Dickey, to be postmaster at Waynesburg, in the county 
of Greene and State of Pennsylvania. 

Lucian T. Claybaugh, to be postmaster at Donora, in the county 
of Washington and State of Pennsylvania. 

Andrew 8. Warner, to be postmaster at Tarentum, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. , 

George B. Crooker, to be postmaster at Anthony, in the county 
of Harper and State of Kansas. 

Charles M. Junkin, to be postmaster at Fairfield, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Iowa. 

Bennett M. Grove, to be postmaster at Liberty, in the county 
of Union and State of Indiana. 

Frank J. Davis, to be postmaster at Larned, in the county of 
Pawnee and State of Kansas. 

George W. Watson, to be postmaster at Kinsley, in the county 
of Edwards and State of Kansas. 

James A. Arment, to be postmaster at Dodge City, in the county 
of Ford and State of Kansas. 

Rufus F. Bond, to be postmaster at Sterling, in the county of 
Rice and State of Kansas. 

Benjamin A. Allison, to be postmaster at McPherson, in the 
county of McPherson and State of Kansas. 

Martin L. Grimes, to be postmaster at Lyons, in the county of 
Rice and State of Kansas. 

George H. Pond, to be postmaster at Ann Arbor, in the county 
of Washtenaw and State of Michigan. 

_Isaac N. Strawn, to be postmaster at Hopkins, in the county of 

Nodaway and State of Missouri. 

Mark L. Doughty, to be postmaster at Farmington, in the 
county of St. Francois and State of Missouri. 

William E. Osmun, to be postmaster at Montague, in the 
county of Muskegon and State of Michigan. 

Frank B, Lamson, to be postmaster at Buffalo, in the county of 
Wright and State of Minnesota. 

Frederick G. Ellison, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the 
county of Windsor and State of Vermont. 
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ILOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 28, 1902. 


The House met at'12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. ParKINson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles, in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

S. 268. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to fis 
the salaries of the deputy collectors of customs at the subports 


| of Tacoma and Seattle, in the State of Washington, and repealing 


all laws inconsistent therewith; 

S. 3850. An act in regard toa monumental column to commem- 
orate the battle of Princeton, and appropriating $30,000 therefor; 

S. 5782. An act establishing a regular term of United States 
district court in Lewisburg, W. Va.; 

S. 5914. An act establishing a regular term of United States 
district court in Addison, W. Va.; 

S. 5956. An act to provide for the allotment of the lands of the 
Cherokee Nation, for the disposition of town sites therein, and for 
other purposes; and 

S. 6091. An act extending the time for making final proof in 
desert-land entries in Yakima County, State of Washington. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 8644. An act granting a pension to John W. Thomas; 

H. R. 9501. An act to provide for the sale of the unsold portion 
of the Umatilla Indian Reservation; 

H. R. 10824. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
E. Bump; , 

H. R. 11656. An act to incorporate the Society of the Army of 
Santiago de Cuba; and 

H. R. 12026. An act granting an increase of pension to Baley 
W. Small. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

H. R. 12805. An act requiring the Anacostia and Potomac 
River Railroad Company to extend its Eleventh street line, and 
for other purposes; 

H. R. 12549. An act granting an increase of pension to Ransom 
Simmons; 

H. R. 12086. An act to extend the time for the construction of 
the East Washington Heights Traction Railroad Company; 

H. R. 11400. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act in rela- 
tion to taxes and tax sales in the District of Columbia,” approved 
February 28, 1898; 

H. R. 7018. An act granting an increase of pension to Jason E. 
Freeman; 

H, R. 5809. An act for the further distribution of the reports 
of the Supreme Court; and 

H. R. 619. An act providing for the recognition of the military 
service of the officers and enlisted men of the First Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery. 

A further message from the Senate had announced that. the 
Senate had passed without amendment bills of the following 
titles: 

H. R. 10775. An act for the relief of Charles E. Sapp; 

H. R. 14082. An act to provide for the construction of a bridge 
by the Duluth, Pierre and Black Hills Railroad Company across 
the Missouri River at Pierre, S. Dak.; 

H. R. 15008. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
by the New York, Chicago and St. Louis Railroad Company and 
the Chicago and Erie Railroad Company across the Calumet 
River at or near the city of Hammond, Ind., at a point about 1,200 
feet east of the Indiana and Illinois State line and about 100 feet 
east of the location of the present bridge of the New York, Chi- 
cago and St. Louis Railroad Company across said river; also to 
authorize the construction of a bridge by the Chicago and State 
Line Railroad Company across said river at the point where said 
company’s railroad crosses said river in Hyde Park Township, 
Chicago, Ill., being at the location of the present bridge of said 
company across said river in said township. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
15108) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1903, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes. 


NATIONAL ENCAMPMENT, GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up House joint resolution 
198, giving authority to the Commissioners of the District of 
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Columbia to make special regulations for the occasion of the 
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thirty-sixth national encampment of the Grand Army of the Re- | 
public, to be held in the District of Columbia in the month of | 


October, 1902, and for other purposes, incident to said encamp- 
ment, and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of House joint resolu- 
tion 198. This resolution was read yesterday, so that if there is 
no objection the reading of it in full will be waived. 

There was no objection. 

The resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That_the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby authorized and directed to make such special regulations for the oc- 
casion of the encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic, which will 


take place in the District of Columbia during the month of October, 1902, as | 


they shall deem advisable for the preservation of public order and the pro- 
tection of life and property, to be in force one week prior to said encamp- 
ment, during said encampment, and one week subsequent thereto. Such 
special regulations shall be published in one or more of the daily newspapers 
of the District of Columbia, and no penalty prescribed for the violation of 
such regulations shall be enforced until five days after such publication; and 
said Commissioners are authorized and directed to establish a special sched- 
ule of fares applicable to public conveyances in said District during the 
period aforesaid. 

Any person violating any of the aforesaid regulations or the aforesaid 
schedule of fares shall, upon conviction thereof in the police court of the said 
District, be liable for such offense to a fine not to exceed $100, and in default 
of payment of such fine to imprisonment in the workhouse (or jail) of said 
District for not longer than sixty days. This resolution shall take effect im- 
mediately upon its approval, and the sum of $11,000, or as much thereof as 
may be necessary, payable from any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated and from the revenues of the District of Columbia, in equal 
parts, is hereby appropriated to enable the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to carry out the provisions of this section 1 of this joint resolution, 
$1,000 of which shall be available for the construction, maintenance, and op- 
eration of public-comfort stations and information booths, under the direc 
tion of said Commissioners. 

Src. 2. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby 
authorized to permit the committee on illumination of the citizens’ execu- 
tive committee for the entertainment of the Thirty-sixth National Encamp- 
ment of the Grand Army of the Republic to stretch suitable conductors, with 
sufficient supports wherever necessary, for the purpose of effecting the said 
illumination within the District of Columbia: Provided, That the said con- 
ductors shall not be used for the conveying of electrical currents after Oc- 
tober 15, 1902, and shall, with their supports, be fully and entirely removed 
from the streets and avenues of the said city of Washington on or before 
October 20, 1902: Provided further, That the stretching and removing of the 
said wires shall be under the supervision of the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, who shall see that the provisions of this resolution are enforced, 
that all needful precautions are taken for the protection of the public, and 
that the pavement of any street, avenue, or alley disturbed is replaced in as 
good condition as before entering upon the work herein authorized: Provided 
further, That no expense or damage on account of or due to the stretching, 
operation, or removing of the said temporary overhead conductors shall be 
incurred by the United States or the District of Columbia: Provided further, 
That if it shall be necessary to erect wires for illumination purposes over any 
park or reservation in the District of Columbia that the work of erection 
and removal of said wires shall be under the supervision of the official in 
charge of said park or reservation. 

Suc. 3. That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to loan to Cuno H. Rudolph, chairman of the 
subcommittee in charge of street decorations, or his successor in said office, 
for the purpose of decorating the streets of the city of Washington, D. C.,on 
the occasion of the encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic in the 
month of October, 1902, such of the United States ensigns, flags (except battle 
flags), signal numbers, etc., belonging to the Government of the United 
States, as in their judgment may be spared and are not in use by the Govy- 
ernment at the time of theencampment. The loanof the said ensigns, flags, 


signal numbers, etc., to said chairman shall not take place prior to the 29th | 
day of September and shall be returned by him by the loth day of Octo- | 


ber, 1922. 

Sec. 4. That for the protection and return of said ensigns, flags, signal 
numbers. etc., the said Cuno H. Rudolph, or his successor in office, shall exe- 
cute and deliver to the President of the United States, or to such officer as 
he may designate, a satisfactory bond in the penalty of $50,000, to secure just 
payment for any loss or damage to said ensigns, flags, and signal numbers 
not necessarily incident to the use specified. 

Src. 5. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to grant permits 
to the citizens’ executive committee for the entertainment of the Grand 
Army of the Republic for the use of any reservation or other public spaces 


in the city of Washington on the occasion of the thirty-sixth national en- | 


campment in the month of October, 1902, which, in his opinion, will inflict no 


serious or permanent injuries upon such reservations or public spaces, or | of this character 
. c c . 


tuary therein; and the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may 
designate for such and other purposes on the occasion aforesaid such streets, 
avenues, and sidewalks in said city of Washington as they may deem proper 


Sta 
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The SPEAKER. 
the right to object, asks permission to be heard for five minutes, 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, on the 14th of March last, the Com- 
mittee on Territories reported to this House a bill to create the 
Territory of Jefferson and establish a temporary government 


The gentleman from Tennessee, reserving 


therefor, and for other purposes. It was a unanimous report of 
the Committee on Territories. The conditions in the Territory 
demand immediate action. By authority of that committee I 
was directed to obtain a hearing on this bill in this House. The 
bill went to the Union Calendar, as a matter of course, under the 
rules. It became necessary, therefore. that the Speaker be ap- 
proached on the question. During all of that time the Speaker 
has insisted that probably some time would be given a little later 
for the consideration of this bill. 

It was not deemed advisable to press this question upon him 
while more important legislation was pending; but after every 
bill upon the Calendar had been disposed of, of greater importance 


| than this one, which involves the rights of 400,000 people in the 


Territory—where there is enthroned neither law nor order, where 


| there are no schools for the children, no asylums for the in- 


| and the unanimous report of this committee. 





and necessary: Provided, however, That all stands or platforms that may be | 


erected on the public spaces aforesaid shall be under the supervision of the | 7- ; : 

ith pi | Under the rules it can not be taken up except by the consent of 
of the | missione! lic | the Speaker. 
buildings and grounds, and the building inspector of the District of Columbia. | 


said citizens’ executive committee and in accordance with plans and designs 
to be approved by the Architect of the Capitol, the commissioner of public 

Sxc. 6. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to loan to Dr. D. 
Percy Hickling, chairman of the medical department of the thirty-sixth na- 
tional encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic, or his successor in 
said office, for the purpose of caring for the sick, injured, and infirm on the 
occasion of the encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic in the month 
of October, 1902, such hospital tents and camp appliances and other necessa 
ries, hospital furniture, and utensils of all descriptions, ambulances, horses, 
drivers. stretchers, and Red Cross flags and poles belonging to the Govern- 
ment of the United States as in his judgment may be spared and are not in 
use by the Government at the time of the encampment: Provided, That the 
said Dr. D. Percy Hickling, or his successor in said office, shall indemnify the 
War Department for any loss to such hospital tents and appliances as afore- 
said not necessarily incident to such use. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I ask 
permission to be heard for five minutes, 





sane, no local courts for the protection of citizenship, no organ- 
ized government—the Committee on Territories thought that this 
bill ought to be heard. Yet the Committee on Rules and the 
Speaker have refused to fix a day, either at this session or at the 
next session, for the consideration of this bill; and he has really 
refused to hear a motion in this House to have a day fixed. The 
question arises, then, Why is it that the Speaker of this House and 
the Committee on Rules are unwilling to give a hearing to 400,000 
American citizens deprived of law and order within the very heart 
of this Republic? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, if my col- 
league will allow me, without divulging any secrets of that com- 
mittee I can assure him that two members of it have not refused. 

Mr. MOON. The minority members, I presume. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Here is one of them. 

Mr. MOON. The only reason assigned by the Speaker to the 
chairman of this committee and others for refusing to hear this 
bill is, as I understand it, that the Speaker had protests from the 
Territory against its consideration. I submit that the Speaker of 
this House ought not to listen to the protests of a few of the peo- 
ple of the Territory in view of the facts now upon record here 
In the speech of 
the gentleman from Indiana, in an appendix thereto, appears the 
indorsement of every paper in the Territory in favor of this bill. 
I have in my possession the records of the town meetings of nearly 
all the towns of the Territory asking for it. 

The Republican and Democratic clubs have asked for it. I 
feel justified in saying upon this floor that 90 per cent of the peo- 
ple of that Territory favor this bill. If that were not true, is not 
this committee entitled to some respect at the hands of the 
Speaker in considering this question? Will the Speaker assume 
to say that he should suppress a hearing upon this question 
against the unanimous report of this committee, in view of the 
facts in thisrecord? I submit that it is not just to the commit- 
tee, not just to the people of the Territory. It is not just to this 
House for the Speaker to exercise arbitrarily the power that is 
thus placed in his hands to suppress legislation which affects the 
rights, the liberty, and property of 400,000 American citizens. 
Then I feel that I am justified, sir, representing that committee or 
representing myself alone as a member upon this floor, having no 
personal interest in this, to object in this House to unanimous 
consent for the consideration of any measure of less importance 
until a hearing is had or time is fixed for a hearing on a matter 


I have not undertaken to press this matter before the House 
while other matters of greater importance were pending; but 
now as it stands it is the most important bill upon this Calendar. 


In view of the fact that there is no opposition in the 
Territory except from the Federal officeholders, who would reap 
more profit under the present conditions than under changed ones, 
and in view of the fact that there is no other opposition, as I said, 
than this 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MOON. May Lask for just a moment more? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on consideration of the reso- 
lution just reported. 

Mr. MOON. I will ask the House for one moment more, to 
state—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I ask that the gentleman 
have one minute more. ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr, Speaker, unanimous 
consent is asked that the gentleman have a minute more. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that | police department of St. Louis, as a Democratic machine, puts 


his colleague be allowed one minute more. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


| 
| 


Mr. MOON. The additional objection, then, comes from the | 


railroads, who pay no taxes under present conditions and would 


have to pay taxes under the bill, and the Federal officeholders. I | 


would not assume to say that the Speaker was influenced by any- 
thing but improper motives; but these facts are now before the 
House 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I call the gentleman toorder. I presume 
he wants to correct his language. I am sure he did not intend to 
use the language he did use. 

Mr. MOON. What is the language the gentleman refers to? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You said you would not assume that the 
Speaker was actuated by anything but improper motives. 

Mr. MOON. But proper motives, I meant to say. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is what I supposed. 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, as I said, I ought to object to the 
consideration of any other measures under these circumstances; 
but itis at the close of the session, when many gentlemen on both 
sides have important measures, and I feel that perhaps it would 
be an injustice to them, in view of the legislation they desire. to 
press this question of objection now. But I desire to give notice 
to this House that at the meeting of the next session no legisla- 
tion shall be enacted by unanimous consent until a hearing is had 
upon this measure. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, and was accordingly read the third time and 

assed. 
, On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the the table. 

CONSIDERATION OF CONFERENCE REPORTS, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, before we proceed with the 
special order, I desire to make a statement, by way of a notice. 
Immediately on the conclusion of this case the House will be 
asked to consider the conference report on the District of Colum- 
bia appropriation bill. 

Mr. FOSS. I desire to give a similar notice. Following that, 
I will ask the House to consider the conference report on the 
naval appropriation bill. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—HORTON AGAINST BUTLER, TWELFTH 
DISTRICT OF MISSOURI, 
And then, under the special order, the House resumed consid- 


eration of the contested-election case of William M. Horton v. 
James J. Butler, from the Twelfth Congressional district of the 





State of Missouri. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bar- 
THOLDT] is recognized to conclude the remarks which he began 
yesterday. 
" Mr. BARTHOLDT. Slightly changing the language of the 
minority report, this, Mr. Speaker, is the time ‘‘to discuss and 
consider what rights’’ the Republican party ‘‘has left in St. 
Louis, if any.’’ Yes; and not only the Republican party, but the 
people, the taxpayers, and our decent citizens generally. Our 
fight is their fight. Our defeat is their defeat, and our success 
will be the triumph of the people’s rights over a political oli- 
garchy the like of which can not be duplicated anywhere on 
American soil. 


Tammany Hall far into the shade. The taxpayers are left en- 


| tirely out of the account except when called upon to pay. 


And yet my colleagues from Missouri on the other side talk 
about the consent of the governed in the distant Philippines. 
Ever since they made up their minds to run away from the re- 
sponsibilities of a war which they helped to bring about they insist 


| that the black men and the brown men in those distant islands 


| 


should not be governed by us except with their consent. But at 
home, in Missouri, they look upon the system of governing white 
men without their consent as a wise and just Democratic prerog- 
ative! In the Philippines they want equal justice for all; in Mis- 
souri they put 140,000 people in one Congressional district and 
300,000 in the other. Hypocrisy, thy name is Missouri Bour- 
bonism! [Applause. | 

They charge us with traducing the State, Mr. Speaker, when 
we call attention to these partisan infamies. I indignantly repel 
the insinuation. I yield to no one in devoted love for my adopted 
State—grand old Missouri. In my eyes her flowers are more fra- 
grant, her apples sweeter, her hillsides and valleys more beautiful, 


| than those of any other State or country. Sheisricherin natural 


resources than most States of the Union; her scenery is more va- 


| ried, her soil is more productive, and her products excel all others. 


Even the sun kisses her with more affectionate fervor, because in 


| her beats the heart of the continent. Fortunately, Mr. Speaker, 


these things can not be changed by law. If they could, the Demo- 
cratic legislature long ago would have proceeded to paint the land- 
scapes gray and the dewdrops black. They would have muddied 
her springs and turned her milksour. [Laughter.] As it is, their 
blighting influence stops short of nature’s glorious gifts and ex- 
tends only to things political. 

Traducing the State! Great Scott! Who is injuring the fair 
name of a city, the scoundrel who breaks the law or the judge 
who sends him to prison? Who does you more harm, the man 
who assaults you or the doctor whoapplies the remedy? No, gen- 
tlemen; you can not break the force of our charges by shielding 
behind the sovereign State of Missouri. You know full well that 
our only purpose is to benefit her, to raise her to the level of ad- 
joining Republican States, and to make her people contented and 


| happy by substituting a government by the people for a govern- 
| ment by the lobby. We want to make Missouri’s political insti- 


tutions correspond with those of the Union, and the enlightened 
Commonwealths of the West and North, and add to the grandeur 
of her nature the handiwork of just and liberal laws, and the 


| blessings of an honest and progressive State administration. We 


want to lift from the shoulders of the legislature the incubus of 


| the lobby, and wipe from the statute books those iniquitous laws 
| which are injuring our reputation abroad and our liberties as 


American citizens at home, and which are responsible for this 
contest and this discussion. 
And we are coming, Father Abraham, 400,000 strong! The hour 


| of redemption has struck. There are now only four States in the 
| Union which cast more Republican votes than Missouri. A hun- 


There was a time when the people of the great metropolis of | 


the Mississippi Valley enjoyed the blessings of home rule the | 


same as the people of other large cities do. But that was long 
ago; it was in the days of Republican supremacy. One by one 
these privileges of self-government were taken from us by the 
dominant party until to-day we are stripped of the last vestige of 
them. The rights of a tax-paying municipal sovereignty are now 
exercised by so-called State boards appointed by the governor and 
responsible to no one but the governor. 

Our elections have become a farce because the official head of 
the Democratic party, who is incidentally governor of the State, 
controls them by the wink of an eye. The police department, 
too, is a State machine, and the only privilege the taxpayers en- 
Joy in connection with it is to foot the bills, which the municipal 
assembly dare not even scrutinize. It may seem incredible, but 
it is a fact that the police board drafts its own appropriation bill 
and the municipal assembly is, by State law, compelled to swallow 
it horse, foot, and dragoon. If the city legislators undertook to 
change it by crossing a ‘‘t” or dotting an ‘‘i,” they would at 
once become liable to fine and imprisonment. 

It is a necessary part of the scheme to bind and gag St. Louis. 
The local legislative bodies might be Republican, you see, and it 
Was essential to make the police entirely independent of them. 
Every member of the force must be a Democrat, and to-day the 





} 
| 
| 


dred varieties of fraud and crime, with their Nesbits, pretorian 
guards, crooks, Indians, and repeaters, may temporarily impede 
and stop our onward march, but the destiny will be fulfilled, 
‘*Ceterum censeo, Carthaginem esse delendam.’’ The citadel 
will fall, the nightmare of Nesbitism will vanish, and soon the 
sun’s beneficent rays will gild the letters of new enactments re- 
storing to the people and to both parties equal rights and privi- 
leges. [Applause. } 

There is, in my judgment, no more important question before 
the American people to-day than these Democratic attempts to 
tamper with the franchise. It is not a local, but a national ques- 
tion, and Missouri is not the only State where laws were made to 
wrongfully correct and overthrow the will of the people. Ever 
since the conquering ideas of Republicanism triumphantly crossed 
Mason and Dixon’s line and penetrated to the very heart of the 
Southern Democracy, that party has been at work in States con- 
trolled by it, propping its waning power by statutes restricting the 
franchise or preventing an honest expression of the popular will. 

Yet elections are the foundation of the nation’s political life. 
To corruptly interfere with them is necessarily destructive of 
popular institutions. Let us meet the danger like men, and with 


|a firm determination to vindicate Abraham Lincoln’s golden 


words ‘‘that government of the people, by the people, and for 
the people shall not perish from the earth.”’ 

I thank the House for their attention. [Loud applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I hope gentlemen on the 
other side will consume their remaining time before I conclude 
my argument. 

Mr. BOWIE. I yield twelve minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Benton]. 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
Sm1TH] sought to make the impression in opening this debate that 
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the late standard-bearer of the national Democracy winked at, if he | Senatorial districts—Continued, 
did not encourage, fraud in elections. In the interest of common THIRTY-FOUBTH DISTBICT. 
fairness lam glalthe gentleman did not press the suggestion. re wy ae D no- | Repab- 
a . = Taw ‘ 4 Acine | 
William J. Bryan was twice our chosen leader, and, whether | Ward and precinct. oredin. — 
fairly or unfairly, honestly or dishonestly, was defeated. but | more eapecte eter sett ee ses 
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ment of great public questions on the high plane of right. He wane | UD =~ ~-~an «eens annonennacennnneen nnn nne eoeeene neon! § 2, 579 
las been exposed to the pitiless storm of political abuse, and has Ward 2 a ae GTR SRA 2 aE a SEP 2's 03 o— 
come through it all without the smell of fire on his garments. | Ward 28, precinct 12_-__.......--.....--.-.----.------------- 833 | 158 
He is loved by party adherents and respected by opponents. He | Total “sel «an 
is first in the hearts of more people than any living American. TT nr ge ee er ere nets oer es 
In a word, he is a stainless; Christian gentleman. eT ce a eee 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrRosvVENOR] wanted to know | Representative districts. 
if Missouri Republicans did not poll 48 per cent of the vote in | FIRST DISTRICT—3 MEMBERS. 
1600 and if a Democratic legislature did not apportion the State |, ———————— — a nn 
so as to give them only one Congressman. Noand yes. The | Ward and precinct. Demo- | Repub- 
we Sess ta patie . - area 5 | cratic. lican. 
tepublicans polled 46 per cent of the vote, Democrats 52 per cent, | si al ae as : incr elias icici eaaaieliaialee 


and other parties 2 per cent. We followed the pace set by Repub- ete 2g Fg Te A A egy on ee 1. 980 ian 



























































jican legislatures of Ohio, Dlinois, Pennsylvania, and all Repub- | wig 100 ee 1’ 987 2 Os 
lican States, and made Democratic districts where we could. The | Ward 11_...__...--._...-.......---------- scalilahatlie seein 1, 925 | 2, 482 
gentleman can not make a show of virtue there. In Republican = — 12, precins te 1 Wand 13 ----------- nnn na------2----- Bi 
States Democratic counties and wards are grouped soas to make | W8rd 33 precinct 12.......-.--.----.-----+---------00--------| gg BAB). 12 
immense majorities and give you more Congressmen. Ward 2, precincts Land 2 ___.._-._- ii isiniciguasabah cclaid 386 | 35 
But let me tell these gentlemen who. feign indignation a little | Ward 28, precinct 1_..-..--......-.-.---.-------------------- 3 
story of redistricting. Under the law, in St. Louis the apportion- i th Os ON ee 8.785 | 12.16 
ment of the city into senatorial and representative districts is 
placed in charge of the circuit judges. The Pecksniffian plea for | % mCOND pIsTaRet—6 SRM. - 
political fairness of my colleague | Mr. BARTHOLDT] is here fully | iy ast lig-aieneiniineiaaiaaiiai MAI i eons 
exposed. These honorable Republican circuit judges treated us ‘ 
: Ward 6, precincts 1, 4,5, 6; 7,9, 10, ET. ...... ............... ---| 1,411 | 
to a sample of Republican fairness. The Republican pluralityin | wara7* | ee 1 890 
St. Lonis in 1900 was 666. in a total vote of 124,554; yet these im- | Ward 8 ni onancs soning eptennvadamevamstanehes | 1,689 
maculate (?) Republican judges gave the Democrats one senator of | - ars i precincts 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9, 11, 12......-...-------. oo 
; 2) 2 ae LL |, , we 
six and three representatives of sixteen. Ward 23. scincts 1 to 11, inclusive .......-......--...---- | 2,129 
L append the tables: ian |——_—— — 
Senatorial districts. OR sooo nck enecce nowese snes sdeenceenes on ee ewes coceee 10,588 12, 306 
TWENTY-NINTH DISTRICT. a _ oe a) ear _ 
qunneeeanerapnmmpasnmmemttteninnientigematietes andi ee ‘i i THIRD DISTRICT—3 MEMBERS 
: : Demo- R epub- _——e ee 2 a 7% s 
Ward and precinct eratic. | lican. NN Ee ge ha a 2, 30 1,385 
_— —__—— - ——$—$$—$_— inna TNR Gn no. wren tanencenncws audeuascansecene senmuans 646 | BBS 
hee aa > ave | Wardd ania galicaieailaimarvess Leanabansupehe ined 2, 389: | 1, 469 
EO. enon a emmnennconmnoneeaes eananmaraswemyes ae 2,475 | ward 6, precincts 2, 8, 8, 12, 18---2-2-2-222-22oiccc “I}. Teas | 62 
os *~ Snap paramemeeane nme natnnen cena Sepeeaaree eet on 3 Oe | Ward 14 naincinntd wtenhininn 2 aniteinn teamniigscnhnene neni 2, To? | 1,198 
ard 1] : Se a ad eas G2! 2,482 | ward is EU ARES A pe Wat Sn een ae BOK eB 
Ward ![2. precincts 10, 11,13 Stk tb dasnlgthdscatmapaneelalias 511 752 ae 16 are te har ae : 2 o8T | 1389 
Ward 24, precincts 4 te 13, inclusive. _.....................- 1,599 1,984 | Ward 22. precincts 1, Nias At has 347 163 
T Sim snyintoe> sueengi genes in eben Sian eniniech etineages aaah tates epee aie 7,42 10, 750 Total. . ek) a ee See ee eee 15. 279 9. 746 
THIRTIETH DISTRICT. FOURTH DISTRICT—3 MEMBERS. 
Ward 6, precincts 1,2, 4,5,6,7, 9,10, 11,138_................... 1,781 rr nn seuanian anes inci antes ieteaee diamante a ikiatan iain 2, 636 
Ward 7 s seianenednadidaernnaiuneten siadice eeu ae aaa aan ca 1, 890 I Si « -stlaupacsinscabewnssclecabebahpen tabbed cablisligtiiegiae , 
Ward 6_..... , ii iiteen ti osc ceai-acipatehacaabad 1, 689 2,242 | Ward 18 i sacisinsialinsittnelth illite ibis raihieietiilaiiteitactssniiiate diate tiian 2,713 
Ward 12, precincts 1 to 9, inclusive hintaan sll 1,303 2,0%4 | Ward 19, precincts 1,2,3,5,7,8,9, 10 .................-... ee 1, (24 
Ward 13 saci cepted catia attic alia ceili ati 1,933 2, 521 Ward WW TASS a sacihiesceidl te epeviniintn nnekandaiieieimat an nanee 1, 941 
———____— |_—__ Ward 21, precincts 7.8, 9,10, i. £5 beicasdlaiiaeiad 64 
Tetal._... jew eeihnciamnesbiciaaslsandatnataoctbiladediiisa 8, 596 10, 731 Ward 26, precincts 1, 2,3, 4,5,6 ee annie onlin alia 1,041 
ea or Te Total TS cad unige chuck tee ea ae ; 12, 982 
THIRTY-FIRST DISTRICT. 
om oe te ae FIFTH DISTRICT—2 MEMBERS. 
Ward 3 ecoesich itp eitesid apvien- wine agian : 2. 350 1. 385 it : coped inated 
Ward ; acivtip iter ciel dueesictadilp tinue inllcdia eae 1, 646 * Lk, 383 nnn | oe 
Ward 5 eo ; Eos fo ® 929 c 169 Ward 1.. : poco ecacec sdsctn seen cenwedcocues< oo cacnne 2, 129 i . aa 
W 6. precit j ; 7 845 296 Ward 19, precincts ‘, 6, 11, ep Wwe } . ») 
Waid it prodiactet 6. eee. ee 2 2) an | Ward 26, precincts Peo. 10, 11,13, 18 Ei eanaie diets wal 1, 226 | 1, 448 
Ward Deane ae CACM ES Teh "508 a nc sila cn ssihad aati died wi oteny eplabare ain ae 2,203} 2.0m 
War eae cincts 3 to 13, inclusive wnnsaneennn| 2, G86 __- 88 el i ih ete a ea eee 6 100 | * 435 
T 15, 744 8,110 : 
die . SIXTH DISTRICT—2 MEMBERS. 
THIRTY-SECOND DISTRICT eS, i ar Pas 2 Bio . : 
- ——$—$—$—$— | Ward 21, precincts | to 6, inclusive -......................- 1, 084 1,1] i 
. Ward 22, precincts 4 to 13, inclusive ......................-- 1,642 1,741 
W: recit : Ward 23. precincts ee Soe eg A ee oH 12d 
War : t 7, 10,4 Ward 25, precincts 3 to 13, inclusive __................_..... 1, 707 2, 106 
? } : = 
War a - Ward 28, precincts 2 to 12, inclusive -.....................- 2, 464 0, ered 
= ard 24, precincts 1, 2,3 wn eeee eneree a=---- Ne ee ee ee oa ae oe 7,133 2 
ard 2 ndeligtihadetinscn sialic 
xr n°] . - epnempemnnpamantt . . 
, ; The gentleman from Iowa (Mr. SwrH] states th: at Louts 
Tots 315 3 . ; ir 
SOTA. - nnn --- ann ‘ pea be sponse nieanenae panes ’ is usually Republican.”’ and the ge ntleman from Missouri | Ma 
. = } ,< 
- ae = | BARTHOLDT] states that “St. Louis is a Republican city by a 
THIRTY-THIRD. DISTRICT. large majority,” and that it has been made Democratic by whole- 
JOTI} : 
- - - —s > —— | sale fraud of the voters by Democratic officials. I deny the state- 
1 2, precincts 1 to 11, inchisiv 2,14 | ments. Let us go back twenty years and note the vote of 5. 
precincts 1,2-- ° peed Louis as between the leading parties: 
2.713 In 1882 the Democratic vote was 16,900; Republican vote, 11,50. 
, > ‘ ), 
1,941 | In 1884 the Democratic vote was 22,000; Republican vote, 21,00! 
1, 705 | And that year the Republican and Greenback parties made a 
Total 11,440 | joint electoral ticket in the State. 





___ | In 1886, when Republicans and Greenbackers had separated, 
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the vote was: Democratic, 19,000; Republican, 15,000; Greenback, 
3,000. In 1888: Democratic, 27,000; Republican, 32,000; Populist, 


3,500. This'°was broughtabout bythe unpopularity of the Demo- | 


cratic Presidential candidate, caused largely by vetoes of pension 
bills. 
In 1890'the Democratic vote was 25,000; Republican vote, 21,000. 
In 1892 the Democratic vote was 34,700; Republican vote, 35,500; 
Populist vote, 940. ‘ 
In 1896 the Democratic vote'was 50,000; Republican vote, 66,000. 
In 1900 the Democratic vote was 59,931; Republican vote, 60,597; 
vote of other parties, 4,046. 
For more than ‘twenty years since 1870 St. Louis has been con- 
trolled by Democratic administrations. The Democrats elected 


ors. The Republicans had Ewing, Walbridge, and Zeigenhein. 
St. Louis has never been a Republican city. Let us go back to 


the vote of 1896. The Democratic vote increased nearly one-third | 


in four years, while the Republican vote increased almost 100 per 
cent. Republicans claim that'this large increase came from Gold 
Democrats voting their ticket. It is true that'a large number of 
Gold Democrats voted the Republican ticket. It is alsotrue that 
a very considerable number of ‘votes was cast for the Democratic 
ticket by Silver Republicans. The Democratic vote of the city 
was fully as large as we expected, but the Republican vote was 
12,000 to 15,000 larger than we believed it should be for the popu- 
lation. 

Indeed, with all the wonderful growth in population in St. 
Louis during the four years next after the election of 1896, the 
increase of the total vote of the city was but'a fraction over 6,000. 
The city was ‘in‘control of Republicans in 1896. Democrats, Sil- 
ver Republicans, Populists, and Prohibitionists:complained that 
the election was unfair and dishonest. The combined anti- 
Republican vote of ‘the State of Missouri in 1892 was 311,000, 
The Republican vote in 1892°was 227,000. In 1896'the anti-Repub- 
lican vote of the State was combined and was increased by 52,000, 
while the Republican vote during the same period was increased 
77.000, of which increase 31,000 came from the:city of St Louis. 
Mark you, the ‘combined vote of St. Louis in 1892 was an anti- 
Republican majority; yet in 1896, in the face of the fact:that our 
vote had increased nearly 15,000 in St. Louis, the Republicans 
counted a majority of 16,000in the city. The conviction in:the 
minds of the people of the State ‘that this increasein the Repub- 
lican vote wasfrandulent determmed the legislature to enacta law 
to protect thesuffrage in St. Louis. Hence the Nesbit law. 

What are the ‘provisions of ‘this law? Three election commis- 
sioners, two Democrats and one Republican, are named by the 
governor, The late Republican commissioner was W. A. Hobbs. 
Does my colleague [Mr. BarTHOLDT] dare attack his record? 
He was a staunch Republican, but a gentleman withal. (Dur- 
ing the six years in which ‘you ‘controlled the State, Democrats 
were allowed no members on any election or registering boards. ) 
The commissioners are compelled to name two judges and one 
clerk from each of the great parties in each precinct. 

The Republican commissioner is permitted to name the Repub- 
lican judges'and ‘clerks. The judges and clerks are appointed 
sixty days before the general election. The judges and clerks 
are the board of registry. After registration the two clerks— 
Democrat and Republican—go together over the precinct to van- 
vass and verify the list of registered voters. They ascertain if 
the voter really lives where he is registered as living. They re- 
port to the judges and they in turn to the commissioners, who 
sit as a board of review. Each party may challenge he who of- 
fers to register. Men whose registration is questioned are noti- 
fied and permitted to prove their right to vote, and if fimally 


stricken off have their extraordinary remedy by appealing to the | 


courts. At elections no bulldozers are allowed at ‘the polls to 
overawe voters. 

Each party is allowed a challenger at the polls and a watcher 
of the count. The poll books and ballots are returned after elec- 
tion to the commissioners. The voter is permitted to go into a 
booth and make his ticket unmolested. If for any reason ‘he 
can not prepare his ballot, he is permitted to choose a judge of 
election to assist him in preparing his ballot, and the judges are 
required to keep secret his ballot. Each ballot must have the 
name or initial of the distributing judges on it and each ballot 
must be numbered to correspond with the name and number of 
the poll books. (Oh, you want again the old régime under which 
you disfranchised Democrats and robbed the people by means of 
spurious bend issues and frightful taxation.) The Republican 
election commissioner of St. Louis under the law is permitted 
to name Republican judges and clerks of election; presumably he 
does this afterconsultation with his party committee. 

The law is not at fault if these Republican judges and clerks 
are dishonest. Fraud has been charged after every city election 


in St. Louis for years by both parties. The Democratic legisla- | 


ture has put every safeguard possible around the ballot box. 











Our majority in Missouri has never depended in amy sense on the 
vote of St. Louis. The largest State majority we-ever had was 
in the face of an adverse majority of 16,000 votes in St. Louis. 
The Democracy of Missouri is for honest government. It will 
not be intimidated by threats, misled by glaring falsehoods, nor 
cajoled ‘by the whining cry of the minority, who seek power that 
they may loot the State, as they once did, and as they have re- 
cently done in the city of St. Louis. Our law lets you name your 
judges and clerks, but if they are venal and sell themselves the 


| law can not help it. 


The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SarH] is misinformed. If he 
had been as anxious to learn the truth of history as he was to 


1 | find:a reason for turning out of this House a Democratic Repre- 
Britton, Brown, Overstolz, Francis, Noonan, and Wells as may- 


sentative, he would have learned that his statement that ‘the 
mayor of St. Louis is usually Republican’’ was not true. He 
would have learned that his statement that ‘‘ the law does not 
give to the Republicans the choice of their representation on the 
election boards’’ was also untrue. If he had been desirous of 
making a plain, unvarnished ‘statement of facts, he would not 
have said there was ‘‘a change of 6,000 votes in favor of Democ- 


| racy (referring to the Twelfth district) when all over that West- 
| ern:country they were losing as compared with the vote of 1898 


in Congressional matters.’ 

Every single Congressional district in Missouri gained largely 
in its vote from 1898 to 1900. There is no excuse for the mis- 
statement of the facts by my colleague [Mr. Barruoupr]. He 
states that there was in the Twelfth district an ‘increase of 
12,346 in two years, while in the adjoining district (his) the in- 
crease was but 9,000.’ The election record of Missouri is open. 
If he had only read, he would have found that the increase of the 
vote in the Tenth district from 1898 to 1900 was 10,432, but little 
behind the increase in the vote of the Twelfth district. 

The Representative from the Tenth district comes into this 
forum and pleads for a fair ballot and clean government. This 
he does while weare not two years away from the slough of 
crime indulged in by the Zeigenhein Republican city adminis- 
tration. Ballot stuffing, bribery by and of city officials, fran- 
chises bought and sold on the official market, with some of your 
late officials convicted, others fugitives from justice, and many 
under indictment. Thanks to the law as administered by a 
Democratic judge, the courage and ability of a Democratic 
prosecutor, and the honor and integrity of the citizens of St. 
Louis, these rascals are being called to account, and we have 
high hopes that the start that has been given to honest govern- 
ment by the present administration of St. Louis will bear the 
fruit so much desired by honest men of all parties. 

The gentleman [Mr. BARTHOLDT] says the spring election of 
1901 was a duplicate of the-election in ‘the fall of 1900. If that is 
true, he can not complain. The man elected mayor is credited 
with voting your ticketand contributing money to the Republican 
eampaign fund in 1896. The men whocontrolled the Democrati: 
eonvention and named the city ticket were not the men who stood 
for Democratic men and measures in the two previous elections. 
They were confederated with you. Many thousands of Demo- 
crats refused to support that ticket, yet there were enough Re- 
publicans who cid to give it 8,000 majority. The Democratic 
battle cry of that campaign in St. Louis was clean, honest city 
government. That fight was to clean out and drive from office 
the worst gang of pilferers that ever infested thatcity. The false 
and fraudulent demand for a change to Republican methods will 


| not be heeded by the people of Missouri, whether it is fulminated 


by a venomous press or dignified by being pressed in this forum. 

I have given you the general provisions of the so-called Nesbit 
law. My colleague [Mr. BarTHoLpT] rails at the Nesbit law. 
That law was sustained by the highest court in Missouri. Oh, 
but you say that is a’partisan court. Yet, on appeal to the Su- 


| preme Court of the United States, that last tribunal in our Gov- 


ernment sustained the law. The law is just and fair. Now 
comes the gentleman, backed up with the resolutions adopted by 


the late Republican State convention, to demand that the good 
people of Missouri shall turn over the State government to the 
same old band of freebooters who for six years after the ‘‘ war 


between the States’’ plundered the citizens of that great Com- 
monwealth. You sold our securities for a song and left us bur- 
dened'with debt. You saddled nearly $40,000,000 of county, town- 
ship, and city debts on the people, which were nearly all fraudu- 
lent. 

But, Mr. Speaker, Missouri long ago shook off the awful incnu- 


| bus of Republican State government. She did not lay down in 
| the ashes and mourn away her life, but vigorously met the grave 
| responsibilities confronting her. Under Democratic government 


Missouri has wnburdened herself of more than $20,000,000 of 
State debt, besides interest. She has paid more than $25,000,000 
of county, township, and city debts. She has given to the sup- 
port of her great State University more than $3,000,000. She 


has built up great normal schools and splendid asylums and 
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maintained them at a cost of $4,500,000. She has built 8,500 school- 
houses and augmented the State and county school funds ten- 
fold. She has doubled her population, quadrupled her wealth, 
and cut down her people’s taxes by half. This wonderful prog- 
ress has been made despite the fact that a mendacious press has 
abused and vilified her people and officials for thirty years. For 
feats of mendacity the Missouri Republican press and Republican 
orators are easily entitled tothe blue ribbon. Our Missouri doors 
are open to good men from everywhere. We welcome the home 
builder, the wealth producer, but we will not intrust our gov- 
ernment to the Missouri Republicans. Democratic Missouri 
greets the country. 

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of the time on 
this side to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUTLER], the con- 
testee in the case. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized for fifty-six 
minutes. 

Mr. BUTLER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, up to this moment I 
have refrained from voicing my opinions or sentiments upon any 
measure which has been before this House, believing, as I do, 
that sentiment has restricted boundaries, and that opinions, espe- 
cially of a new and verdant member, are very often more forceful 
unexpressed. 

I take the floor to-day, however, in defense of my title to a seat 
in this House; in defense of the voiced opinions of 22,000 free- 
men, whites and blacks, Democrats and Republicans, who cast 
their votes for me and sent me here as their Representative upon 
the floor of this House. 

I trust, therefore, gentlemen, you will accord to me the atten- 
tion to which I feel I am entitled. 

It is not my purpose in these remarks to mince words. It is 
not my intention to clothe with language of conciliation the ac- 
tions of some of the parties to this foul and sinful conspiracy to 
rob me of my personal rights and to deprive 200,000 of our peo- 


ple of their rightful title to a voice in the government of this the | 


only true government of the people. [Applause. ] 
it is not my desire or intention to accuse or blame the majority 
of your committee for their report in this case, feeling as I do 


that partisan spirit and party fealty sometimes sway the judg- | 
ment of the strongest men, which your committee has been manly | 


enough to honestly admit; but I feel that the mass of testimony, of 


false charges, of skillfully woven fabrications, and hypothetical | 


conclusions, all drawn from anabsolutely illegal, unreliable, and 
unsubstantiated census in this case bewildered even your commit- 
tee. and drew from them a report which, from party standpoint, 
at least, they permitted themselves to believe was warranted. 





i am fain to believe, however, that from the standpoint of men | 


learned in the law, as they are, applying the well-known princi- 
ples of law to the case, that they in their hearts and consciences 
fully realize and believe that they have erred. 

On the very first page of your committee’s report appears a 
tabulated statement of the vote of the Twelfth Congressional dis- 
trict for the years 1898 and 1900, which, while I believe not in- 
tended for the purpose, is nevertheless calculated to deceive and 
mislead. The same argument has been used upon this floor by 
one of my colleagues from St. Louis, but with a full knowledge, 
iam sure. of its absolute dishonesty and deception. 

The statement, in brief, I quote as follows: 

The official returns gave the contestee a plurality of 3,553, as shown by the 
following vote, parallel with which, for the purpose of comparison, is placed 
the vote of the Congressional election of 1898. 

Then follow the parallel columns of figures, giving the total 
vote of 1900 as 40,655, and that of 1898 as 28,299. As the theory 
of the contestant and the majority of your committee in this case 
is that I was elected through an enormous false registration, this 
ittlle statement of the returns of two elections is given you upon 
the very first folio of this report, by way of comparison, it is said, 
to fix your minds in the very beginning on the enormous discrep- 
ancy between the vote of the two years. 

They do not tell you that the year 1898 was an “ off year,’ as 
it is called in political parlance; a year, in other words, when a 
President is not voted for. They do not tell you that in such 
years the vote of almost every district in the land is reduced, and 
in many cases by almost one-half. 

The committee has not told you, and neither has my colleague, 
Dr. BARTHOLDT, who has tried to impress so forcibly upon your 
minds the figures of 1898 as compared with 1900, that in 1894 the 
total vote for all candidates for Congress in the Twelfth district, 
Democrat, Republican, Prohibition, Socialist, and Independent, 
was only 18,912, while in 1896 the Republican candidate alone 
received 21,483 votes, or 2,571 votes more than all candidates in 
1894 and 14,014 more votes than the Republican candidate of 
ik98, and still there was but two years intervening. 

The wise Doctor has not informed you that in 1898 the total 
vote cast in this district was 10,000 less than in 1896, two years 
earlier, and that the Republican candidate alone received 6,183 


votes less. Why has not the wise Doctor made comparisons of ! of the three districts of our city. 


the total vote of all the St. Louis districts as between 1898 and 
1900? If he had it would show that the Twelfth district had in- 
creased in vote 12,400; the Eleventh district, Mr. Joy’s district, 
14,134, and the Tenth district, which is the Doctor’s district, 
10.482. Why have you withheld all the facts, my dear colleague? 

Why has not your committee published the vote of 1896, a 
Presidential year, and four years earlier than the last election, 
by way of comparison, as they say? Why is it that in no part of 
their report have they published the returns of the year 1896? 
The returns of 1896, as compared with those of 1900, show the 
absolute inconsistency of the contestant’s contentions. They 
show that in 1896 there were cast at the Congressional election, 
in November, 39,124 votes, while in 1900, which was four years 
later, there were cast 41,528 votes, showing an increase in four 
years of only 2,404 votes in a district carved from the very center 
of the city of St. Louis. 

The increase in the Tenth Congressional district of St. Louis, 
which is Mr. BARTHOLDT’s district, for the same four years was 
3,029; and in the Eleventh Congressional district, which is Mr. 
Joy’s district, it was 1,757. 

I am sure, gentlemen, you will all agree that the increase was 
not abnormal, and as the Twelfth Congressional district was rep- 
resented in 1896 by a good, stanch, and honest Republican, ft am 
satisfied that you will not put a stigma upon his memory by 
branding his reported vote as fraudulent, and his election as a 
steal. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

But, my friends, there was no fraud at that election, and none 
was hinted at; there was no fraud at the elections in either the 
Tenth or the Eleventh districts of Missouri in either 1896 or 1900, 
and none was hinted at; and neither was there fraud at the elec- 
tion in the Twelfth Congressional district [applause], as an hon- 
est comparison of the returns will show to the mind of any un- 
prejudiced man who will lay aside, for the time at least, his party 
fealty and judge with justice between man and man. 

The principal ground of contest in this case, in fact the only 
ground of contest, is that there was an enormous false registra- 
tion in my interest. The fallacy of that contention has been 
shown most clearly, I think, by the report of the minority mem- 
bers of your committee, which is before you, and by their able 
arguments upon the floor in this case. 

Let me show you, further, the sophistry of this contention by 
the registration figures of the district. 

You are well aware that no charge of fraud has been made 


| here against either of my Republican colleagues from St. Louis 
| upon this floor; yet I will assure you that if any fraud at all ex- 


isted in the late Congressional elections at St. Louis, that that 
fraud was as great or greater in the districts represented by my 
Republican colleagues. 

I wish to read to you here section 7227 of the Missouri election 
law, under which the last election for Congress was held: 

SEc. 7227. City to be divided into election districts.—It is hereby made the 
duty of such board of election commissioners for such cities, within six months 
after taking effect of this article, to divide such cities into election precincts 
regarding ward lines, and composed of compact and contiguous territory, 
which shall contain, as nearly as practicable, 400 actual voters; and in mak- 
ing such division and establishing such precincts such commissioners shall 
take as a basis the poll books of the number _ of votes cast at the last preced- 
ing Presidential election. At least six months before each subsequent Presi- 
dential election the election commissioners may revise and rearrange the 
precincts and increase or decrease their number on the basis of the votes 
east at the previous Presidential election for President, making such pre- 
cincts to contain, as near as practicable, 400 voters, measured vy the vote of 
such election. The precincts in each ward shall be numbered consecutively. 
(New section.) 

You will see from this section that the board of election com- 
missioners were instructed to divide the city as nearly as possible 
into election precincts having 400 voters, without, however. alter- 
ing the ward lines. The basis of vote upon which the division 
was made was the Presidential vote of 1896, as required by this 
section of the statute. You will not claim, I am sure, that the 
registration of 1896 was stuffed or fraudulent, for the Republican 
clear majority in the Twelfth Congressional district at that time 

yas 3,842. In the Eleventh Congressional district the Republican 
majority was 3,552, while in that portion of the Tenth Congres- 
sional district lying within the city of St. Louis the clear Repub- 
lican majority was 6,870. These are the actual figures, my 
friends, and it was upon the basis of the vote at that election that 
the new precincts of the city of St. Louis were made up to aver- 
age as near as possible 400 votes to a precinct. 

Now, let us see what the actual registration after the formation 
of the precincts shows. I have here the complete vote of all the 
wards of the three Congressional districts within the city of St. 
Louis, together with the highest precinct registration, the lowest 
precinct registration, and the average precinct registration 
each ward of such districts, all of which have been taken from 
certified figures from the election cominissioners’ office of the 
city of St. Louis. I will not take up the time of the House by 

reading the data to which I have just referred, but I will read to 
| you the district showing as deduced from those figures in each 
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In the Tenth Congressional district, which is the district repre- 
sented by my Republican colleague, Dr. BARTHOLDT, the total 
vote of that part of the district lying within the city of St. Louis 
was 27,052. The total registration for the same district was 
28,904, showing those not voting tonumber only 1,853. The high- 
est registration of any precinct in the district was 588, and the 
lowest registration was 202, while the average registration for the 
68 precincts within the district was 425. 

In the Eleventh Congressional district, which lies wholly within 
the city of St. Louis, and which is represented on this floor by 
my esteemed friend and colleague, Mr. Joy, the figures show the 
total vote of the district to be 54,919, the total registration 58.517. 
and the number of those not voting 3,598; the highest precinct 
registration in the district 961 and the lowest 189; the average 
registration for the 149 precincts of the district was 418. 

In the Twelfth Congressional district, which also lies wholly 
within the city of St. Louis, and which up to the present moment 
at least I have the honor of representing, the total vote was 
41,532; the total registration was 47,752, while those not voting 
amounted to 6,220. The highest precinct registration of the dis- 
trict was 754, the lowest was 169, and the average precinct regis- 
tration was 408, a much smaller average than either of the other 
two districts. 

Now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of this House, I want it dis- 
tinctly understood that I have not cited these figures to cast any 
cloud upon the title of my Republican colleagues to their seats in 
this House, for I believe and know they were fairly and honestly 
elected, as I feel and know that I was. [Loud applause on the 
Democratic side.] I have cited them, however, to show the ridic- 
ulous nature of the contentions in this case. 

There is no contest in the Eleventh district; there is no charge 
of fraud; there is no charge of padded registration, yet the aver- 
age registration in each precinct is 418, or 18 greater than is called 
for by the provisions of the statute. 

There is no contest in the Tenth district, there is no charge of 
fraud or padded registration, yet the average precinct registra- 
tion is 425, or 25 greater than is called for by the provisions of the 
statute. 

But there is a contest in the Twelfth district, and there are 
charges of padded registration, while the average precinct regis- 
tration of the district was only 408, or but 8 greater than is called 
for by the provisions of the statute. 

While on the question of figures permit me to submit to you 
a few more upon the basis of the actual vote for Congress in the 
three districts of St. Louis at the last two presidential elections. 
In 1896 the total vote in the Tenth district within the city of St. 
Louis was 24,023. The total vote of 1900 was 27,052, showing an 
increase in four years of 3,029 and an average increase per precinct 
of 45. 

In the Eleventh Congressional district the total vote of 1896 was 
53,162; in 1900 it was 54,919, showing an increase of 1,757, or an 
increase per precinct of 12. 

In the Twelfth Congressional district in 1896 the total vote was 
39,124; in 1900 it was 41,528, showing an increase of 2,404, or of 
21 per precinct. 

Lask you, gentlemen, to draw the conclusion from these figures 
which they honestly deserve. 

It is true that the contestant, through his attorney in this case, 
concedes the fact that the registration and the actual vote in the 
Twelfth Congressional district appear to be normal, but charges 
that I, through agents or others, induced a sufficient number of 
honest voters not to register to compensate for the fraudulent 
ones which I caused to register. Permit me to quote the remarks 
of the learned attorney for the contestant upon this subject: 


The population of the Congressional district, according to the census of 
1900, was 155,866. The total registration was 48,160. This aggregate registra- 
tion in the district bears a high ratio to the aggregate population, and is 
greater than the registration in this same district at the preceding election 
two years earlier, but the increase is not so great as to attract attention 
or appear abnormal. The McBurney canvass, however, demonstrates that 
this apparently normal and proper growth of registration is a deceptive in- 
dication, for whereas in the portion of the district recanvassed there were 
discovered to be 14,688 men im properly registered, there were found 15,746 
men who appeared to be entitled to registration and whose names could not 
be found upon the registration lists. 

It is thus demonstrated, therefcre, that the force of this conspiracy was 
negative as well as positive. Its activity was equally exerted to keep names 
off the lists and to get other names on. The care with which the whole mat- 
ter was managed is evident from the fact that_the number of names added 
sonearly agrees with the number of those kept off, whereby any disturbance of 
the normalaggregate of registration was avoided, and there was not presented 
for pale notice any evidence of the work that was being done, such as 
would have been presented if this enormous number of new names had been 
— =—_ to increase the previously known and already large aggregate 
of registration. 


Shades of the immortal Portia, thou hast returned to earth! for 
ms such as this is not of earth to-day. [Laughter and ap- 
plause, 

With what have I been charged herein? With inducing 15,000 
freemen to withhold their names from the registration books and 
refusing to vote at a Presidential election of their country. Was 
anyone ever before gifted with such powers of persuasion, and 








though he was, was he such a consummate ass as not to use those 
same powers of persuasion to induce those 15,000 living freemen 
to register and vote for himself, instead of resorting to the regis- 
tration of 14,000 dead ones? _ Lask you, gentlemen, has ever before 
such an argument been presented to this House? [Applause. ] 

On the convening day of this House (a day, by the way, which 
I shall never forget, unless perhaps the good sense and justice of 
the majority may make this day a more memorable one) I was 
struck by what appeared to me then as the noble utterances of a 
just and unselfish Spartan. I refer to the utterances of the hon- 
orable Speaker of this House anent the laws and rules which gov- 
ern this House. The honorable gentleman said at that time: 

The maker of laws should not be a breaker of laws. 

We proceed under laws and rules, and the duties devolving upon each and 
all of the membership of this House will be far better conserved if this prin- 
ciple is acted upon. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe you meant every word you uttered. I 
believe you will reiterate the same old thing if you should possi- 
bly ever again have the good fortune to wield the gavel in this 
House. I know it came from the heart; it had all the tremor, all 
the feeling of a deep heart echo: but, oh, I wish, Mr. Speaker, 
you could have conveyed some of those cardiac impulses to the 
frigit blood pumps of your Judicial Committee in this case. 
[Applause. ] 

‘rhis contest was never intended to be a bona fide one. Every 
statute and every rule of this House was openly and flagrantly 
violated and ignored in its conduct, notwithstanding the sacred 
injunctions of your Speaker. This contest was instituted for the 
sole purpose of manufacturing campaign thunder for use at a far 
more important election, from a local standpoint, which was to 
follow in a few months, namely, the city election for mayor and 
other city officers. But somehow the stage pyrotechnics failed 
to inspire the good people of St. Louis with aught but a sense of 
ridicule, for the voters of that great metropolis accentuated their 
verdict of November by a more pronounced and positive one in 
April, electing the whole Democratic ticket by a much larger 
majority than in November. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The Twelfth Congressional district, which gave me a plurality 
of 3,553, gave to the Democratic candidate for mayor a plurality 
of almost 7,000, and to the whole Democratic ticket almost the 
same plurality. I was not a candidate at that election, gentle- 
men, and it could not consequently be said that ‘all power and 
money, etc., was centered on the election of Butler at all hazards,”’ 
as has been charged in this case and is reiterated in your commit- 
tee’s report. Nevertheless, a Democratic ticket carried the same 
district by almost double my plurality. 

Much has been said in the report of your majority in regard to 
the contestee having taken no testimony in his defense. I want 
to say to you, gentlemen, that it was after mature consideration 
and on the advice of over a dozen of the most eminent members 
of the St. Louis bar, both Democrats and Republicans, that it 
was decided that as absolutely no case of any kind had been made 
out that consequently no testimony was needed in my defense, 
believing, as we did, and had a right to believe, that we would be 
judged in this case according to well-known laws of evidence and 
according to well-defined legal principles. 

Furthermore, had I embarked in the taking of testimony to 
combat the mass of rubbish here presented, I was financially un- 
able to individually bear the brunt of the obligation incident 
thereto. The expense of this contest tome has been more than 
double the statutory allowance for such cases, while the expense 
of the contestant’s case has run into the thousands. No part, 
however, of that expense, according to his own confession, has 
been borne by the contestant. The funds for this contest were 
derived from the mysterious source referred to by the contestant 
in the first page of his brief as ‘‘ representative men who had be- 
come alarmed and indignant, none of whom are included in the 
list of responsible Republican managers, and not all of whom are 
members of that party.’’ 

What an inglorious confession from a Republican contestant! 
The responsible managers of his party, satisfied of his defeat, re- 
fused to become parties to the prosecution of a dishonorable con- 
test, refused to pander to the greed of a so-called lawyer, known 
throughout the State of Missouri as the election-contest shark, a 
post-mortem attorney whose prey for years has been the defeated 
candidate, regardless of the political faith of the corpse. [Ap- 
plause. | ; ; 

Deprived of honest party support, he flies for assistance to the 
halo-crowned angels of reform, ‘‘the representative citizens re- 
gardless of party,’’ who refuse to divulge their sacred names, 
They should be called representative cowards. They are naught 
else. They are in fact modern Danites, unlike, however, the old 
sect, in that they have not the courage of their own convictions. 
Too cowardly to do their own work, they intrust it to paid re- 
tainers of their own ilk with similar consciences but superior 
courage. 

Their identity is no secret to me. Their self-discovered halo 
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is but the phosphorescent mantle which hovers above putrid de- | My colleagues on this side have dwelt very fully in their report 
cay. Their sacred names are known to me, one and all. They | and arguments upon the unreliability and ridiculous character of 
are living and acting a lie when claiming communion witheither | the so-called McBurney canvass; they have defended with ability 
of our great parties, and it grieves me to admit that the meanest of | and eloquence the State’s right to make her own election laws. 
them all are those masquerading in the habiliments of Democracy. | I feel, therefore, that it is searcely necessary for me to invade 








While on this point, Mr. Speaker, I wish here to refer for a few | 
moments to a journal known as the St. Louis Republic, an al- 
leged Democratic newspaper of the city of St. Louis, but which 
is not Democratic; neither is it Republican, but a mongrel sheet, 
a terrestrial wanderer, a journalistic harlot since its incipiency 
in 1808. Founded by degenerates, fostered, sustained, and per- | 
petuated by commercial and financial pirates, it has no virtues | 
but the virtues of mammon; its religion is barter, and its god is 
gold. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

It is the organ of sordid commercialism, and the tone of its 
scribblings changes daily with the whim of its auction purchasers. 
From this so-called Democratic sheet comes the wail of the ‘* rep- 
resentative citizen;’’ from this Democratic sheet comes the plea to 
this House that I be unseated, although in the very same paragraph | 
it concedes my honest election. I trust, my Democratic ecol- | 
leagues, that I have not been treasonable in thus assailing this | 
paper. Many of you, to my own knowledge, are familiar with | 
its character and can bear me out in what I have said. I have 
but spoken my mind and the truth. I have never sought the pa- 
per’s support, do not want it, and never will. I have not failed, 
however, to make its responsible managers thoroughly understand 
in positive language my opinion of them and their journal, and 
if the stability of my seat on this floor depends upon the support 
of that paper, then, indeed, am I sorry, and must bow to the in- 
evitable. 


Digressing at this point for a few moments, I feel it my duty to | 
refer to what I shall characterize as at least unkind references by | 
I at least | 


the majority of your committee to my aged parent. 
had reason to feel that your committee would spare him in their 


report and not reiterate the false and unsubstantiated statements | 


of an irresponsible shyster in a ridiculous brief. It is unneces- 
sary for me to particularly refer to the comments in question, but 


I would be false to every sense of parental respect, devoid of every | 


vestige of paternal love, and faithless to the teachings of the 
Almighty as writ on the tablets at Sinai, did I not brand all such 
charges against my aged father as false as hell itself and inspired 
by fiendish hate. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] My 


manhood has compelled me to resent these charges now, and I | 


care not to allude to them further. 


Let us revert, then, once more to the question at issue, namely, | 


that territory, except to say that there is no law which has not 
its defeets, and I believe the Missouri election law to be as 
good and with as few defects as the same law in any other State 
of this Union. Bear in mind, however, my dear friends, that 
the law was not made for my benefit. I had no hand im its mak- 
ing. I had to run for Congress under that law or not at all, as it 
was the only one we had. Remember also that my two Repub- 
lican colleagues from St. Louis were elected by very handsome 
majorities under the very same law. 

So, gentlemen, if you mean to make me suffer for the law, if 
you mean to deprive me of my seat in this House on account of 
that law, I pray you, in Heaven’s name, be consistent. Do not 
make fish of one and flesh of the other, but be just and demand 
the resignations of my two Republican colleagues and let us all 
go back and fight it out again together. We can borrow a new 
law, if necessary, from Ohio or Iowa or any other honest State. 
Tam sure my colleagues will be satisfied with this, and I feel and 
know that I owe nothing to that law, and that under similar cir- 
cumstances I would again be elected—even under the laws of 
Timbuktu. 

I feel satisfied, however, that you have no desire to do such 
equal justice. Therefore I will in defense summon once more the 
figures in this case and prove to you that even conceding, for the 
sake of argument merely, all the half-hearted contentions of your 
committee, that I am still elected by a clear majority. The 
election in the Twelfth district gave to me 22,104; to Mr. Horton, 
18,551. According to your committee report, page 39, the vote 
of names not found by the United States census or the McBurney 
canvass amounted to 3,727 for Butler and 1,345 for Horton. De- 
ducting such votes from the totals will leave for Butler 18,377, 
and for Horton, 17,206. 

Again coneeding, for the sake of argument, that the so-called 
recount (page 41, report) of the contestant is correct, whicheven 
your committee does not concede, we will deduct from the last 
total the discrepancies as alleged by the contestant, showing a 
loss of 1,395 for Butler and 422 for Horton. Deducting these, as I 
said before, from the last total, you will find that Butler still has 
17,042 votes, while Horton has but 16,884, which is conceding, for 
| the sake of argument, everything which is wildly claimed by the 
contestant, and a clear majority is still shown for me of 158 votes. 





my right to a seat on this floor. Iwas nominated by a Demo- 


cratic convention, with absolutely no opposition, excepting, per- | 
ithm my own | 
party, which enmity still pursues me, and which, if I do not sur- | 
LT} 


haps, the vindictive enmity of some co wit 


vive its generators, I hope to have with me at my dissolution. 


was supported by an almost undivided party, which was the first | 
time a Democratic candidate for Congress had been so supported | 


since 1894, when a Democrat was elected. 

The almost unanimous so-called gold wing of the party sup- 
ported my candidacy and gave me their votes upon the day of the 
election; Republicans by the hundreds, dissatisfied with their 
candidate and the manner in which he was foisted wpon them, 
—_ me their support, as the sworn testimony in this case will 
show. 
amounted to probably two-thirds of their entire number, brought 
them to my side, and it was a most common occurrence during 
the campaign, though an unusual and an odd one, I will admit, to | 
see negroes by the hundreds parading the streets with banners 
proclaiming their opposition to my opponent. This was the con- 
dition of affairs in this district on the Republican side. 

Se black did it seem at that time that the Republican member | 
of Congress then seated in this House, Maj. Charles E. Pearce— 
and I regret, gentlemen, to be compelled to bring into this case a 
letter from a gentleman who is now dead—was impelled to write 
to a dear political friend in this city, and I will quote from his 
letter, as follows: 

Campaign is moving on. Am making all the speeches I can with proper 
regard for my health. How does it look to you in the East for McKinley’ I 
do not like the appearance of things in the Twelfth, but McKinley may pull 
Horton through. 

These were the words of Major Pearce at that time, gentlemen. 

I have now mentioned some of the circumstances which helped 
to procure for me the handsome majority by which I was elected. 


It was not the capture, as your committee would have you be- | 
lieve, of a Republican district by the Democrats, but simply a | 


redemption of a district which had strayed from the Democratic 


1 


Tt is not my desire to prolong argument in this case, but before 
drawing to a close I want to say that the nomination was forced 
upon the contestant in this case in order to pique and humiliate 
and chastise an honest, conscientious, able, and faithful Repre- 
sentative in this House, a loyal and true mam and a consistent 
Republican—namely, Maj. Charles E. Pearce, now departed. but 
whose memory I am satisfied is still bright in the minds of the 
| members of the last two Houses. The nomination, as I said be- 

fore, was forced upon the contestant for this purpose and because 
| he was the avowed friend of the controlling spirit of a railroad 
| monopoly, who also controlled the nominating machinery of this 
district. The contestant made little or no campaign for either 
himself or his ticket, and was scarcely heard of until about two 


| 


A positive defection among the negro voters, which | weeks before the election. Then he was seen but a few times and 


only in his own strongholds. 

On the other hand, my dear friends, I am happy at this moment 
to be able to say that I, then looking forward te one of the hap- 
piest moments of my life, never tired, but phinged deeper and 
deeper into a campaign which for me meant suecess or failure, 
an ambition gained, or a fond hope shattered. I scarcely s'ept. 
Night and day I labored. I found mry way into every nook an‘ 
corner of my district. Into the streets and alleys, among the 
slums and palaces, into the very heart of settlements of every 
nationality under the sun I carried my campaign and pleaded 
my cause with that of my party. 

And now, beeause a boyhood dream is almost a reality; be- 
cause I have brought a few sunny hours to dear old hearts; be- 
| cause of the hatred of a few powerful but unprincipled enemics 
| within my own party, who were the instigators of this con- 
| spiracy, I am to be deprived of my hard-earned victory, the 
| people shorn of their rights, and my very honesty questioned in 
| despoiling me of my seat in this House. Some, no doubt, my 
vehemence in this matter will amuse. A contest for a seat in 
this House may seem to them a comedy, and of little concern: 
but I want to tell you, gentlemen, that to me this contest is a 
terrible wound; a wound which strikes deep into my heart, but 





fold. A district which had always under normal conditions been 
reasonably Demoeratic, and which prior to Major Pearce’s two 
terms on this floor had been represented for three terms by Mr. 
Cobb, a Democrat. It would probably be still represented by 


him had it not been for the defection in the Democratic ranks in 
1896, brought about by the financial plank in the party’s platform. 


which strikes deeper still into the hearts of others who are dearer 
to me than life itself. 

I may not again be permitted the floor of this House, so in con- 
clading I desire to offer my heartfelt gratitude to every member 
on this floor for the many courtesies which have been so gTa- 
ciously extended me and for the little favors without number 
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which enable a new member to feel that through them he has | 


been of service to his constituents. 

To the officers of the House I am deeply grateful for gener- 
ous treatment at their hands, and to the warm friends that I 
have made upon the Republican side of this House, I wish to say, 
that I was not educated im that school of political partisanship 
which makes friendships possible only in the ranks of partisanship. 
Triendship is a godly virtue, while partisanship is naught at best 
put worldly expediency. I say to you, therefore, dear friends, if 
the sting of the lash is more than you can bear; if your party’s 
necessities demand your vote against me in this case, cast it so. 
My friendship and yours, I know, look beyond party lines, and 
after this battle is over its fires will kindle anew, brighter and 
warmer than ever. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I yield for a moment to 
the gentleman from North Carolina, who desires to ask wnani- 
ious consent for an extension of some remarks in the Recorp. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
in the RECORD some remarks. Those remarks are not pertinent 
to this debate, but are simply some statistical information about 
the State of North Carolina. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North 
Carolinaasks unanimous consent to extend remarks in the REcorpD. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr.SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to submit any remarks 
pertinent to any measure now pending before the House, but to say 
something concerning the good State of North Carolina, of which 
[have the honor in part to represent. Though one of the oldest of 
the colonies and one of the original thirteen States, yet her history, 
the achievements of her people, and her resources are not so gen- 
erally known to the country as some of the younger States of the 
Union. Whether this be due to the modesty of her people and to 
the fact that they have permitted others to write her history or 
to other causes, it would not be profitable now to diseuss. Upon 
her soil was made the first settlement in the United States and 
there the first white child of English parentage was born. In 
every period of her history, either as a colony or a State, her people 
have exemplified the finest sentiments, a disinterested patriotism, 
and the best achievements of a true democracy. They have been 
conservative in sentiment, yet vigorous when aroused to action. 

Her people have preserved the liberty of the citizen against all 
encroachments. The white people of the State probably present 
to-day the purest type of American citizens to be found in the 
Union. But it is not of the history of the State that I would 
speak. Iam more particularly interested in presenting the re- 
sources of the State as they exist in the present and the possibili- 
ties for the future development of these natural resources and the 
progress of her people. I shall discuss the subject under a num- 
ber of divisions and in a manner which I believe will prove in- 
structive not only to the people of the State, but to nonresidents 
who may be interested in this fascinating story, and who may 
perhaps seek good fortune and make a home amid these surround- 
ings and among these good people. 

CLIMATE AND RAINFALL. 

Perhaps no other one thing contributes so much to human prog- 
ress and happiness as does a favorable climate. The highest de- 
velopment in human achievement has come to those peoples who 
had the most desirable climatic surroundings. The highest aspi- 
rations and finest sentiments of man have emanated from those 
peoples who lived in temperate climates. If this be so, and it is, 
then it is not surprising that from North Carolina has come much 
that is best in the thought and sentiment that have contributed 
so largely to the wisdom and strength of the Republic. The 
State is blessed with all that is bestin climate conditions. There 
are none of the extremes in heat and cold nor in rainfall and 
drought. The following summary table presents the mean tem- 
perature and the average rainfall for the State as a whole for the 
eleven years 1891 to 1901, inclusive: 

NORTH CAROLINA. 
Summary for the State, 1891-1901. 





| Mean | : 
Year. | temper- | oa 


ature. 





180 58.7 53.3 
1892 57.6 | 46.8 
57.8 58.3 
186 59.6 46.1 
185 57.4 50.2 
1895 59.6 47.5 
18%; 59.3 46.1 
1898 59. 4 50 

Ix 58.6 52.1 
19) 59.9 48. 4 
191 57.5 62.7 


Jt will be observed from the above table that the highest mean 











| 


temperature in eleven years has been 59.9°, and the lowest has been 


| 57.4°, The greatest average rainfall in any one year was 62.7 


inches, and the lowest 46.1 inches. At Hatteras, in the extreme 
eastern portion of the State, at an elevation of 11 feet, the annual 
average temperature for twelve years has not been below 60.5’ 
nor above 63.8°. The average temperature for January at this 
point has not been below 41.8° nor above 55.7°, or an average of 
46.4° for twelve years. For July the lowest average annual tem- 
perature in twelve years was 76.2° and the highest 78.9°, or an 
average for the period of 78.4°. 

At Asheville, which is in the western portion of the State, at 
an elevation of 2,250 feet, the average annual temperature for the 
twelve years ending 1901 was 55.6°. The lowest average annual 
temperature for this point during that period was 54.1°, and the 
highest was 56.5°. The average annual temperature at Asheville 
for the month of January during this period was 36.8’, the low- 
est beimg 27.2°, the next lowest being 32.9°, and the highest 47.2°. 
For the month of August the average annual temperature at this 
point for this period was 72°, the lowest average being 67.9° and 
the highest 76.1°. 

The average annual temperature at Oak Ridge, situated near 
the center of the State and at an elevation of 885 feet, was 57.5 
for the twelve-year period above noted. The average annual tem- 
perature for January at this point was 37.7°, the lowest being 
29.2° and the highest 44.8°. Forthe month of August the average 
annual temperature for this point for the period was 75.7°, while 
the lowest average annual temperature for this month was 70.6 
and the highest 81°. 

The three points above noted represent fairly the three distinc- 
tive topographic sections of the State, and show in a general way 
the temperature for each section during the entire year and also 
for the coldest and hottest months in each year. While it is true 
that there are occasional days in summer when the temperature 
rises to 100° and oecasional days in winter in the mountain 
and middie sections of the State when it falls to zero and below, 
yet these extreme conditions of heat and cold are very unusual, 
and when they do occur are seldom of longer duration than two 
or three days. 

The rainfall is very evenly distributed throughout the year, and 
is almost as evenly distributed over the different sections of the 
State. There is a slightly less rainfall in the Piedmont or middle 
section of the State than in either the coastal or mountain sec- 
tions. This generous precipitation and its practically uniform 
distribution throughout the year means much to the advantage 
of the State, outside of the fact that it contributes to the almost 
absolute certainty of fair agricultural crops every year. It also 
insures such uniformity in the flow of streams as to make more 
valuable their water powers than is the case in those localities 
in which the rainfall is excessive in one season of the year and 
very meager in other seasons, 

POPULATION. 

The population of the State of North Carolina in 1900 was 
1,893,810 as against 1,617,947 in 1890, representing an increase 
during the decade of 17.1 per cent. In 1790 the population of the 
State was 393,751, so that it is seen that the population during 
110 years has increased nearly fivefold. In 1900 the colored pop- 
ulation represented 33 per cent of the total. It will be interest- 
ing to note in this connection that the white population increased 
during the decade from 1890 to 1900 19.7 per cent, while the 
colored population increased 11.3 per cent. A considerable pro- 
portion of this difference in the rate of increase for the two races 
is due to the emigration of negroes to near-by States. 

The Census Office in its report on urban population has in- 
cluded all places of 4,000 inhabitants or more. In 1890 there were 
12 such places in North Carolina, with a population of 97,959, and 
in 1900 there were 17 such places, with a population of 152,019; or, 
to put it differently, in 1890 6 per cent of the total population 
lived in towns of 4,000 or more, while im 1900 8 per cent of the 
total population lived in such towns. The increase in urban 
population during the decade was a little move than 56 per cent. 

ere are 347 incorporated places im the State, but only 35 of 
them have a population of more than 2,000; 12 have 5,000 or 
more, 6 have more than 10,000. There is no large city, the 


| largest having slightly less than 21,000 inhabitants. There are 


only 5 States in the Union which show a smaller percentage 
of urban population than North Carolina. 

The population of the State is the most purely American to be 
found in the United States. In 1900 there were only 4,492 for- 
eign-born persons in the State. This was only two-tenths of 1 
per cent of the total population, or 238 foreign persons to each 
100,000 of population. This is a less percentage of foreign-born 
persons than is found in any other State, South Carolina coming 
next with four-tenths of 1 percent. This large element of Amer- 
ican-born citizenship is no doubt in large measure responsible for 
the commendable conservatism and sturdy, patriotic American- 
ism which have always been characteristic of her people. 
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AGRICULTURE, 

The geographical position and the topographical features of 
North Carolina afford a variety of soil and climate hardly to be 
found elsewhere within the same range of territory. Starting at 
the mountain elevation of some 6.000 feet and going east to the 
sea, a distance of 500 miles, one is astonished at the variety of 
vegetable life that he sees. On the northwestern plateaus are 
found the fir, hemlock, and white pine which flourish in the North, 
while on the low coastal plain are seen the live oak and the pal- 
metto of the semitropics. 
corn and other crops usually found in the latitude of Pennsyl- 


vania, while in the low plains of the south and east flourish the | 
This variety of soil and climate | 


sugar cane and rice of Louisana. 
makes the State perhaps the richest in variety of products of any 
within the American Union. 

It has been said, and is perhaps true, that North Carolina is the 


only State inthe Union that has an answer to all the inquiries | 


contained in the agricultural schedule of the Census Office. The 
total land surface of the State is 48,580 square miles, or 31,091,200 
acres, and of this area a little more than 73 per cent is included 
infarms. According to the ceusus of 1890, there were then in the 
State 178,359 farms. In 1900this number had increased to 224,637. 
The value of farm property in 1890 was $216.707,500, and in 1900 
it was $233,834,693. 
development of agriculture in the State during the past fifty years. 

In 1850 the total value of farm property was, in round numbers, 
$89,500,000. During the decade from 1850 to 1860 there was un- 


precedented agricultural development, which showed an increase | 


in the value of farm property of $90,000,000. Just at this period 
of development the manhood of the State was called to arms and 
the agricultural, as wellas all other interests, were left practically 
to take care of themselves. The shattered remnant of the brawn 
and brain of the Commonwealth which returned from the battle- 
fields in 1865 saw their farms laid waste and their homes in ashes. 

Suffering the bitter pangs which come from having fought and 
lost and face to face with conditions of poverty and political an- 
archy beyond description, this broken remnant of the legions 


who followed Lee and Stonewall Jackson literally beat their | 


swords into plowshares and set about the task of rebuilding a 
State from the chaotic wreck and ruin brought about by the mis- 
fortunes of war. So that while the value of farm property in 
1860 was $180,305,812, yet in 1870, after five years of toil and pa- 
tience amid the ruin wrought by fire and sword, the farm prop- 
erty was valued at only $83,000,000, considerably less than half as 
much as it was ten years before. Beginning with the new condi- 


tions, firmly established about the year 1880, was commenced a | 
progress in agriculture akin to that witnessed during the decade | 


immediately prior to the beginning of the civil war. From that 
time began the diversification of crops and a scientific interest in 
the cultivation of the soil. 

It is unnecessary to go into details of growth from 1880 to 1890, 
but some figures relative to the progress made for the past dec- 
ade, as shown by the censuses of 1890 and 1900, will be of great 
interest. Beginning with those things which are usually con- 


sidered of minor importance, it is remarkable to note that in the 
single item of poultry there was produced in 1900 a value of more | 


than $4,000,000, an increase over the production of 1890 of about 
40 per cent. The value of animals sold and slaughtered in 1899 
was $9,594,907. 
year are valued at $6,175,397, the item of milk showing an 
increase over 1889 of 62 per cent and butter made showing an in- 
crease of about 29 per cent. 

The principal farm crops as measured by value are corn, cotton, 
and tobacco. 
corn, and in 1899 the crop was 34,818,860 bushels. This crop 
represents about 25 per cent of the total value of all farm products 
of the State. The quantities of other grains are not of such im- 
portance as to deserve particular notice further than to say that 
the annual wheat crop is approximately 4,500,000 bushels, and, 
too, it might be well to note that the unprecedented increase in 
the production of buckwheat suggests a wonderful adaptability 
of our soil and climate to the profitable cultivation of this cereal. 
In 1889 the production of buckwheat in the State was 12,621 
bushels, and ten years later this production had increased more 
than fourfold, or to 52,572 bushels. 

The percentages of increase in the acreages devoted to cereal 
crops in the last decade were as follows: Corn, 15.2 per cent; 


wheat, 12.1 per cent; buckwheat, 187.1 per cent; and barley, 57.3 | 


per cent. In addition to the cereals above mentioned, there were 
in 1899 22,279 acres of land planted in rice, and the yield was 
7,838,580 pounds, valued at nearly a quarter of a million of dol- 
lars. The increase in acreage for this grain during the past ten 
years has been 82 per cent and the increase in production has 
been about 35 per cent. 


COTTON. 
In 1899 there were more than 1,000,000 acres devoted to the cul- 
This was 12 per cent of the total improved 


tivation of cotton. 
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In the plateau region are seen fields of | 


Perhaps it would be well here to review the | 


The dairy products of the State for the same | 


In 1889 the State produced 25,783,623 bushels of | 
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farm land and represented the interests of 105,766 farmers. 
was a smaller acreage than was devoted to cotton in 1889 by some- 


This 


| thing more than 12 per cent. The cotton crop of 1889 was 336.261 
commercial bales, while that of 1899 was 459,707 bales, an increase 
in production of 35 per cent. This wonderful increase in produc- 
tion, taken in connection with the fact that the area devoted to 
cotton was 12 per cent less than it was ten years previous, and 
making due allowance for poor seasons and short crops for the 
earlier period, affords a splendid idea of the improved methods 
adopted by the cotton farmers of the State. The value of the 

| cotton crop in 1899 was more. than $15,500,000, being about 

$2,000,000 less than the value of the corn crop for the same year, 
TOBACCO. 

As far back as 1849 North Carolina produced 12,000,000 pounds 
of tobacco. This production was trebled during the next decade, 
and, with the exception of the period immediately following the 
civil war, there have been large increases in the production of this 
plant from year to year. The percentage of increase from 1880 to 
1890 was 34.8 per cent. In 1899 there were 203,023 acres devoted 
to tobacco, which yielded a crop of 127,503,400 pounds, valued at 
$8,038,691. The increase in acreage for tobacco during the last 
| decade was 109.1 per cent and the increase in production was 
250.3 percent. In 1889the average yield per acre was 375 pounds, 
while in 1899 the average yield per acre was 628 pounds. T'wenty- 
five years ago the production of tobacco was confined to a com- 
paratively small portion of the State. Now it is profitably culti- 
vated in 86 counties, and in the county of Pitt, which twenty-five 
years ago had never grown a pound of tobacco for the market, 
| there was found the largest yield in 1899, viz, 10,733,000 pounds, 
The enormous production of tobacco in the State is not the most 
| interesting fact connected with the cultivation of that plant, but 
the fact that probably half of the bright tobacco of the world is 
grown in North Carolina and the fact that nowhere else on earth 
is the weed found to possess so rich a flavor as within certain dis- 
| tricts of this State are of greatest significance and importance. 
It is not generally known that a very large proportion of the to- 
bacco known as *‘ Virginia Brights ’’ is grown in North Carolina. 
The farmers living in the counties along the northern border of 
| the State found desirable markets in Virginia for their tobacco, 
| and thus the distinction of growing the finest bright tobacco in 

the world was taken from the State which produced it and given 
| toanother. In every State, national, and international exposi- 
| tion in which the North Carolina farmer has entered into compe- 
| tition with the world he has in every instance carried away first 
| prize and gold medals for bright tobacco. 
FRUITS AND VEGETABLES. 

There is no section of the State in which some variety of fruit 
can not be profitably grown. The mountain and table-land re- 
gion, constituting the western third of the State, is especially 
adapted to the growth of apples. For quality and flavor the ap- 

| ples grown in this region are not surpassed by those grown any- 
where else in the world. Large areas of this section of the State 

| are within that isothermal belt in which frost is never known, 
| and consequently a failure in a fruit crop is never known. 

In 1890 there were in the State in round numbers four and one 
quarter million apple trees. In 1900 this number had increased 
51.5 per cent, or to nearly six and one-half million trees. The 
| peach thrives in every section of the State, and in some sections 
almost as well as does the apple in the west. The number of 
| peach trees in the orchards of the State in 1900 was 2,775,000, an 
increase of 30 per cent over the number reported in 1890. 


Cher- 
ries and plums and prunes thrive in the Piedmont and western 
sections of the State, and pears are found everywhere from the 
mountains to the sea. The number of plum, prune, and pear 
trees has increased more than threefold during the past ten years. 
Among the smaller fruits, the principal one is the strawberry. 
In 1899 there were 6,837 acres in the State devoted to the culti- 
vation of small fruits, and of this acreage 5,616 acres were devoted 
| to strawberries alone. The total crop of this fruit for the census 
| year 1899 was 10,674,610 quarts. About the year 1873 or 1874 an 
enterprising farmer planted a small patch of strawberries as an 
experiment. He was so encouraged by the superior quality of 
| his fruit and the high prices which it demanded upon the markets 
| that year by year he increased his acreage with profit. His pro- 
gressive example was soon followed by his neighbors, and from this 
small beginning has grown what is now perhaps the most impor- 
| tant industry in a few counties in the eastern section of the State. 
So rapid has been the growth in the production of this fruit 
that in the year 1899 the county of Duplin in this State was one 
| of four in the United States which produced the greatest quantity 
of strawberries. There are six counties in the State that pro- 
duced in that year more than 1,000,000 quarts each. Blackber- 
ries, dewberries, logan berries, currants, gooseberries, and other 
smaller fruits are being profitably cultivated, and their produc- 
tion offers enticing remuneration to enterprising farmers. ; 
All along the Atlantic coast the soil and climate are particu- 
larly adapted to the growth of the small fruits just mentioned, 
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as well as of all kinds of early vegetables. This section of the | 
State. that a generation ago was considered of little value agri- | 
culturally, is rapidly developing into one of the richest and most 
valuable agricultural sections, not only in North Carolina, but in 
the whole country. Its peculiar geographical position gives it 
advantages over points farther to the south. The projection of 
the eastern section of the State into close proximity to the Gulf 
Stream gives it a climate milder and better adapted for early 
gardening than is found in regions 100 miles or more to the south 
which are not so favorably situated. This advantage, in connec- 
tion with the fact that it is also many miles nearer the great 
Northern markets, gives this section a double advantage in point 
of time for placing its products upon the market. 
OTHER PRODUCTIONS. 


Most important of the other agricultural products of the State, 
and perhaps not less important than some of those already men- | 
tioned, is the palatable peanut, which is ever growing in popu- | 
larity wherever it is introduced. In 1899 there were 95,856 acres | 
devoted to the cultivation of this delicious product. The total 
production for that year was 3,460,439 bushels, an average of a 
little more than 36 bushels per acre. In the past ten years the 
gain in acreage for this product has been fourfold and the in- 
crease in production has been sevenfold. During the past twenty 
years the area devoted to peanut growing has increased at least ten- 
fold in the six counties which produce two-thirds of the crop. 

Another fine field for profitable farming is found in the produc- 
tion of flowers and plants. While this industry has as yet re- | 
ceived little attention, yet wherever experiments have been made 
they have shown exceedingly satisfactory results. The lands all 
along the eastern coast are particularly adapted to the growth of 
flowers and bulbs. 


INDUCEMENTS TO AGRICULTURAL HOME SEEKERS. 


Aside from a climate that is as nearly perfect as can be found 
anywhere in the world, no greater inducements can possibly be 
held out to prospective agricultural home seekers than are found 
in North Carolina. Our people are hospitable and well disposed 
tostrangers. They welcome anyone from anywhere whose object | 
is to contribute to the upbuilding of the State. Lands are fertile 
and cheap. As an evidence of the singular unselfishness of the 
large landholders of the State or of those holding large tracts of 
land, it is only necessary to state the fact that the average size of 
farms has greatly decreased from decade to decade, thus indicat- 
ing the willingness upon the part of the landowners to accom- 
modate those with small capital who desire to engage in farming. 

The average size of the farms in North Carolina fifty years ago | 
was 368 acres. The average size in 1870 was 212 acres, while the 
average size to-day is 101 acres. The average value of farming | 
lands in the State is $6.25 per acre, not including the value of | 
buildings, and the gross income from farms was nearly 34 per 
cent of the total investment in farm property for the year 1899. 
This suggests that a very small amount of capital invested in a 
farm in North Carolina guarantees to its possessor not only a com- 
fortable living, but, if he is frugal and industrious, a reasonable | 
profit as well, 
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MANUFACTURES. 

Although North Carolina is an agricultural State, and no doubt 
will continue to be so, yet the growth in her manufacturing and 
mechanical industries during the past fifty years has been most 
remarkable. The population of the State in fifty years ha s in- 


| creased about 118 per cent, while the average number of wage- 


earners employed in manufacturing establishments has "te “ased 
more than 183 percent. In 1850 1.7 per cent of the entire popu- 
lation were employed in manufacturing establishments. In 1900, 
3.7 per cent were so employed. In 1850 the capital invested in 
manufacturing establishments was $7,500,000. During the next 
decade capital thus invested increased 30 per cent, but from 1860 
to 1870, on account of conditions growing out of the civil war, 
there was a decrease. About 1880 the industrial development of 
the State began a growth akin to that shown in the agricultural de- 


| velopment, but the greatest industrial growth, both absolutely and 


relatively, is shown in the decade from 1890 to 1900. The following 
comparative summary from 1890 to 1900, with the per cent of in- 
crease for the decade, affords at a glance some idea of this growth: 




















Comparative summary, 1890 to 1900, w th per cent of increase for the decade. 
| Date of census. | Per ce nt 
of in- 
| crease, 
1900. 1890. 1890 to 
1900. 
Number of eatablishme: nts asecensnes} 7,226 667 97.1 
SS Chia | $76,503,894 995 133.6 
a aried officials, clerks, ¢ ‘te., number -.--| 3,001 589 | 15.9 
a ca lence al wath tenet alld | $2,434,621 78,415 90. 4 
Wage-earners, averag ye number..........| , 70, 570 , 625 109.9 
Total wages. -.....- i-ctecsenceandl ee 21 111.7 
Men, 16 years IE Sn cence 44,549 | 2, 665 96.6 
Ta: <ividinethin Gehman wash anes | $10,477,765 99,2 
Women, 16 y rears and over | 15, 644 151.2 
Re en baci es ieinmm meee | $2,304,417 8 163.5 
Children, under 16 REE | 10, 377 4.73% 119.2 
TS os dstnceepciihn aii aca amehdidhina $996, 248 $382, 842 160. 2 
Mise ellaneous expenses ee a ae oe | 2 118, 637 $3, 329, 101 173.9 
Cost of maateriais used................. | $53,072,388 | $22,789,187 132.9 
Value of pea including custom ; 

a fl $94,919,663 | $40,375, $50 | 135.1 
BR eindetonwessoccasnonconcee | 1, 893, 810 1,617 947 17.1 
Wage-earners engaged in manufactures. 70,570 33, 625 109.9 

Per cent of total population.........- | 3.7 2.1 : 
Assessed value of real estate ---- $165, 968,278 | $142, 068,932 16.8 
Value of land and buildings invested in 

manufactures auc ..-| $19,291,964 $8, 663, 264 122. 7 

Per cent of assessed value........-.. 11.6 6.1 


This table shows that ‘during the decade « capital increased 133.6 
per cent. Wage-earners increased 109.9 per cent; wages paid in- 
creased 111.7 per cent; cost of material used in manufacturing 


| increased 132.9 per cent, and the value of products increased 


135.1 per cent. During this period, as has already been shown, 
the population of the State increased 17.1 per cent. The assessed 
value of real estate increased 16.8 per cent, and the value of land 
and buildings employed in manufacturing increased 122.7 per cent. 

In 1890 6.1 per cent of the assessed value of land and buildings in th 

State wasin manufactures. In 1900 this percentage had increased 
to 11.6 per cent. Following is given a comparative summary of 


' ten leading industries in the State for the decade 1890 to 1900: 
Comparative summary of the ten le ading industr tes. 

















re Wage-earners. | Value 
| ber of | Aan — Miscella- Cost of Peeiud ; 
Industries. Year. | estab-| Capital. “f ot 7 neous materials | °°" ng 
lish- | | oes —— | expenses.| used. | "o m 
4 | | ages. 0 ! 
| ments. | | ber. | 5S repairing. 
ee ae a 7) aR ema j 7: 1 ~ os «, : aoa — i os 
p 5 lind nia tie f 1900 | 4,071 [$65,067,116 | 55,642 |$10, 406,314 | $8,020,076 $44,383,174 | $77,351,282 
Total for selected industries for State -......----+.+++-+++++--000--+----- (L 1890 | 2)068 [25,055,007 | 24,045 |" 4,318,600 | “2) 288, 972 [°17, 474,311 | “28,707,151 
ener nD een | __..... 2,008 | 40, 012,019 | 81,507 | 6,087,714 | 5,731,104 | 26,858,003 | 48, 644.131 
Fah RR Gr NG cinder nnde Sack vnca bebsautunecies PP i ene ee | 96.9 159.7 | 131.4 141.0 | 250.4 | 153.7 169. 4 
¢ j ¢ 7 75 , | 5 5 Q1.5 
Per cent of total of all industries in State -............-.....-----+----+---+-+- ; i rw 78 ; mB | 6.9 | =e oe =. : 
« | b | t > » € ) 
} ts cnsesieiiasstiheselpemacmmmmamemeatiantiases Mees cangnne — ee in 
' . : ; 2! 65 3 | | 550, 504 | 29, 255 511, 376 
Cars and general shop construction and repairs by steam railroad companies = e | a9, 513 | eo oe re 250 oon 150 1,5 n= . 
otto f 100 | 177 | 83,011,516 | 30,273 | 5,127,087 | 1,080,918 | 17,386,624 | 28,372,708 
COtLON BOOMS. ...-00--enne neve anseeeneerenenenansees cence cneneeeeenenenes serene , 1890; = | 10,775,134 | 8,515 | 1,475,982 | 423,324 | 6,239,902 | 9,563, 443 
Fertilizers f 1900) 18| 2,818,921; 427) 109,192! 108,209) 1,044,267 | 1,497,025 
MENS - --nnnnnnennnenennnnensanenceeeennrecn-en scene ceccnswecses cesens oe "li 1890 12} 1,513,142) 343 | 89; 860 89,316 | "656.7 904. 135 
OK 773 | 2,905,310} 1,019 213, 627 65, 395 8, 887, 4 
Flouring and grist mill products -...........-.....c-ccccsseccseer sees eee neces 1 rand 1S | 2 334 = i, = - 46 67, 93 5. 279. 088 
| rg | x Ai if 
Per i titans chicas gman ocihduertmiitectanddadenmiaieecentn = 180 “ 1, ise as LS | > - 159° 000 
‘ 7 | 1,200,798} 366 5, 132 02, 378 
Leather, tanned, curried, and fimished ..................-+---00-0e00e-e0ee-++ = 55 | Laemel sel -_ se ae 
‘ ‘ 770 | 13,385,098 751 | 2,491,089 14, 862, 593 
Lanse Gt ID shin oeriintenrannngtecesenaeemiesiuumenncatenmn teres } Po LT eS oor a. po 5 et ioe 5 808. 742 
: , : : : 366, 82: 939 73, 589 2, 892, 058 
Lumber, planing-mill products, including sash, doors, and blinds -........-. { = = 1, TO = 4 | oe OD 915 070 
ile ‘ 1900 21} 1,841,856 564 | 133, 195 160,996 | 2,676,871 
Oil, cotton seed, and cake ..........---c00sscecce---oe---eeeneeeeerenceceees--+- { 1890 Th} "743,675 | « 318 | 56,596 | 402,199 | "520. 746 
e 1900 8 | 6,874,908 | 6,408 869,170 | 6,192,103 | 4,230; 049 | 13, 620, S16 
Tobacco, chewing, smoking, and snuff ...........-.....---.00-+--2+--2000---++ 1890 90 | 3.370.267 | 6.002 | * 843, 105 | 1,411,623 | 1,867, 400 | 4,783,481 





1 Not reported. 


*Exclusive of one establishment for the manufacture of “Furniture, chairs,” for which no figures are available, as the statistics were included in “All 


other industries.” 


XXXV—475 


is 


























































3 
' 


” 


cee ae 






7586 


Certainly no better evidence of the imiustrial possibilities of the 
Stete can be found than is shown in the progress made during the 
past decade. From the tables above it will be seen that in 1900 
there was more capital employed in the single industry of cotton 


manufacturing than in all the industries in the State in 1890. | 
Reference to the census reports shows that 10 counties of the | 
State now have more money invested in manufacturing enter- | 


prises than the entire State had ten years ago. The value of 
products in two industries alone, namely, cotton manufacturing 
and lumber, is now greater than that of all the manufactured 
products of the State in 1890. 

COTTON MANUFACTURING. 

First in importance, on account of its magnitude and also on 
account of the opportunities it offers for profitable investment, is 
the cotton-manufacturing industry. In 1890 there were 91 cotton 
mills in the State, with a capital of $10,775,134, while in 1900 there 
were 177 mills, with a capital of $33,011,516. The value of the 
cotton-mill products in 1890 was $9,563,443, and in 1900 it was 
$28,372,798. More than 30,000 people were employed in these 
mills, and to them was paid more than $5,000,000 in wages in 
the year 1900. In that year these cotton mills consumed about 
400,000 bales of cotton, which was practically all the cotton grown 
in the State during the year. 
cotton mills, involving the investment of millions of dollars of 
capital, have been built, and only within the last few days there 
has been commenced the erection, at Greensboro, of the largest 
denim mill in the world. This single mill will cost not less than 
$1,250,000 
TOBACCO MANUFACTURING. 

The State has long been famous for its chewing and smoking 
tobacco. Some of the largest tobacco factories in the world are 
located here, and the names of Blackwell, Duke, Haines, and 
Reynolds, and the brands of tobacco which they have put upon 
the market, are known all around the globe. 

In 1890 the capital invested in this industry was $3,370,267. 
This does not include the capital invested in cigarette factories. 
In 1900 the capital invested in this industry was $6,874,908. The 
value of manufactured tobacco produced in the State in 1890 was 
$4,783,481, and in 1900 this item had increased to $13,620,816. In 
other words, capital invested had about doubled, and the value 
of products is nearly three times as great as it was ten years ago. 

FURNITURE MANUFACTURING. 

The most remarkable showing made in any industry in the 
State during the ten years under consideration was in that of 
furniture manufacturing. While the magnitude of the industry 
is not such, perhaps, as would attract general attention, yet the 
growth shown in the table above gives it peculiar interest. In 
i890 there were 6 little furniture factories in the State, with a 
capital of slightly more than $125,000, and the total value of 
products from these 6 factories was only $159,000. In 1900 there 
were 44 furniture factories, with a capital of more than $1,000,000 
and a product of more than $1,500,000, an increase of nearly one 
thousand fold in ten years. 

THE LEATHER INDUSTRY. 

Another wonderful showing, and one almost equal, if not quite 
so, to that shown for furniture manufacturing, is that in the pro- 
duction of leather. While the number of tanneries has not in- 
creased in proportion to the increase in establishments of many 
other industries, yet the increase in capacity of old plants has 
made up for the lack of building new ones. Ten years ago there 
were invested in tanneries in the State $116,364. Now this indus- 
try employs a capital of about $1,300,000. Ten years ago this 
industry consumed materials valued at $115,500, while now the 
materials used annually are valued at $1,129,402. 

In 1890 the value of all the tanned leather produced in the 
State was only $190,887, while in 1900 these products were worth 
$1,502,378. 
for by the fact that up to 1890 its work was conducted only under 
the primitive methods in vogue a half century ago, while in 
recent years modern methods have been adopted. An almost 
unlimited supply of materials for economically conducting this 
industry warrants the statement that it is capable of profitable 
enlargement to exceedingly great proportions. 

POINTS OF ADVANTAGE. 


The growth shown in the tables above and in the facts just | 


stated indicates that unusual advantages for industrial growth 
are found in the State. Among the first and most important of 
all the natural advantages for industrial growth and expansion 
is found in the immense water power of the State, but to this I 
will refer at some length further along. 

The growth of railroad mileage in recent years and the cheap- 
ness attending railroad construction settle the question of accessi- 
bility to the fields of raw material and to the markets of the 
world. While, as before stated, the cotton mills of the State now 
spin more cotton than is grown in the State, the proximity of 


Since the census year numerous | 


This wonderful growth in this industry is accounted | 
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States farther south practically places their cotton at the very 
doors of our mills. 

The great variety and the abundance of hard woods offer un- 
usual inducements to those who wish to engage in the manufac- 
ture of furniture, carriages and wagons, hard-wood materials for 
builders, agricultural wooden supplies, and all kinds of wooden 
wares. 

The cheapness of constructing buildings is of itself a tremendous item of 
saving in capital outlay. With anabundance of the very best building woods 
at the door of every community and an unlimited supply of brick clay every- 
where, together with the fact that the mild climate permits far less expensive 
buildings both for factories and cwemags than are required farther north, 
reduces the necessary building cost tothe minimum. The fact that there 
are no large cities and consequent high land values, and the further fact that 
a majority of the most desirable manufacturing sites are situated in small 
railroad villages, reduces the cost of land for manufacturing purposes to 
almost nothing. 3 

The productive power of capital is one of the first things to determine in 
the selection of a locality for manufacturing purposes. To show what capi 
tal can accomplish in North Carolina in two of the most promising industries 
the following facts are submitted: 

Each $100 invested in the manufacture of cotton goods in the United States 
in 1900 yielded a product valued at a little more than $72. In Rhode Island it 
vielded $64, in Massachusetts it yielded slightly less than $71, while in North 
Carolina it yielded $86. That is to say, that in North Carolina capital in- 
vested in this industry afforded a basis for profit from 15 to 22 per cent greater 
than it did in the other States mentioned. Or, to express it in a more prac- 
tical way, $100 invested in this industry in North Carolina is equivalent to 
an investment of $121 in Massachusetts and to $131 in Rhode Island. These 
figures bear only upon the relation of capital to product, and when cheapness 
of building, the earning power of a dollar when invested in labor, and the 
items of taxes and general expenses are considered, they become even more 
significant. reyes : 

Similar comparisons with Michigan for the furniture industry afford even 
a greater contrast in favor of North Carolina. Each $100 invested in the 
manufacture of furniture in the State of Michigan in 1900 yielded a product 
valued at $105, while in North Carolina it yielded $151—a difference of 46 per 
cent in favor of North Carolina. Or, to use the other method of comparison, 
$100 invested in this industry in North Carolina was equivalent to an invest- 
ment of nearly $144 in Michigan. In ee nearly 24 per cent of the in- 
vested capital for this industry was requi to provide the necessary land 
and buildings, while in North Carolina only 17} per cent was thus required. 

The above comparisons for cotton goods have been made with Massachu- 
setts because that State is the great center of this industry in this country 
and because there has been made its greatest progress. Rhode Island was 
also selected because the conditions there are very similar to those in Massa- 
chusetts, and also because the volume of business in the latter State is so 
nearly the same as that of North Carolina. For furniture Michigan was 
selected, because it is recognized as perhaps the most progressive State in 
the Union in that industry. These comparisons with States in which the 
greatest progress has been made and where the highest perfection has been 
reached give particular emphasis to the wonderful opportunities offered 
here. ; 

WATER POWER. 

In any presentation of any community as a field of profitable 
investment, or in the enumeration of its natural resources, or in 
the consideration of the wealth and prosperity into which these 
resources are capable of being transformed through mill and 
workshop, the water powers of that community are entitled to 
prime mention. The water powers ofa State are not only a source 
of present wealth, but they are the guaranty of future prosperity, 
and may therefore be said to be first in importance among its re- 
sources. : : ) 

Mineral and timber wealth, a generous and fertile soil be- 
stowed by nature’s lavish hand, do not necessarily make a State 
great and rich, but if in addition to these things nature has pro- 
vided that power which enables man to transform these raw ma- 
terials into finished products, then that community or that State 
offers exceptional advantages to enterprise and industry. With 
perhaps one exception, there is no State in the Union bordering 
on the Atlantic Ocean that is so rich in the number and extent 
of water powers as is North Carolina. It has been estimated by 
an authority that the water power of the State is 3,500,000 horse- 
power. If the streams of the State can supply an energy equal 
to 20 per cent of this estimated horsepower there is no measur- 
ing her industrial possibilities. The electrical transmission of 
energy is becoming so general that it is only a question of time 
when more than 300,000 horsepower, which is now going to 
waste in the streams of the State, can be made available for in- 
dustrial growth. : 

With the exception of Niagara, the greatest water power in the 
United States east of the Mississippi River is found at the famous 
Narrows of the Yadkin River. 

It requires to-day in round numbers a little less than 60,000 
horsepower to run all of the cotton mills of the State. About 
one-third of this energy now in use is water power. At the fa- 
mous power just mentioned on the Yadkin River there is availa- 
ble and capable of development nearly as much power as is now 
necessary to operate all the cotton mills of the State. This great 
power is now being developed and will make all that region per- 
haps the most economical manufacturing center in the United 
States. But this is but one, and while it is the greatest not only 
in North Carolina, but as already stated, — Niagara, the 
greatest in this country east of the Mississippi River, there are 
scores of other points in the State at which tremendous powers 
are awaiting development. 


There is scarcely a community outside of the low coastal plains 
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in which there is not some water power capable of development 
sufficient to carry on some profitable enterprise. On the Roanoke 
River there is a fall of 85 feet in a distance of about 9 miles. On 
Deep River there is a fall of 27 feet in a very short distance, be- 
sides numerous other water powers on the same stream which 
are now driving the machinery of more than a dozen prosperous 
cotton mills. On Haw River there are a number of cotton mills 
and the two best powers on that stream are still undeveloped. 
On the Catawba there are numerous splendid water powers, one 
having a fall of 38 feet. Farther west are numerous water powers 
equal to some of those already mentioned. 

I might enumerate a hundred points in the State at which 
water power is available to such an extent as to astonish even 
those who are familiar with the State’s resources in this particu- 
lar. The State can supply many powers which are sufficient for 
the needs of single enterprises, and, as above indicated, there are 
some of such magnitude as to supply the needs of a great manu- 
facturing city. Minneapolis, Holyoke, Manchester, Lewiston, 
Lowell, Lawrence, Bellows Falls, and Rochester, great manufac- 
turing cities of the United States, owe their growth to the water 
power available in the streams on whose banks they stand. Fall 
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5.30 € cent is hemlock, 2 per cent is buckeye, 2.69 per cent lin- 
wood, 3.3 per cent is. birch, 2.67 per cent maple, 3.16 per cent 


| hickory, 1.85 per cent poplar, and the remainder comprises a great 


variety of species in comparatively small quantities. 
The amount of merchantable pine timber remaining in the 


| eastern portion of the State is probably 8,200,000,000 feet. There 


River, Mass., owes its growth perhaps entirely to the water power | 


found there. 
I have seen it stated somewhere that the water power at Fall 


utilized, however, by a number of cotton mills, which were found 
to be so profitable that a large number of steam mills grew up 
around them, and so has grown the great cotton-manufacturing 
city of the New World, where the prices of print cloths through- 
out this country are fixed. North Carolina can supply powers as 
large as the largest in any of the cities above noted and many as 
large as the smallest. There is no reason why there might not be 
within the borders of the State a Minneapolis, a Fall River, a 
Lowell, and a Manchester, with room tospare for the building of 
a Holyoke, a Lawrence, and a Rochester. 

It is unnecessary to call attention to the cheapness of water 
power when compared with steam power. While in the future 
it may not be desirable to use water power directly, it will be 
employed in creating that best of all powers, electricity. The 
cost per horsepower for steam is said to be about $50 per year. 
Electrical energy produced from a great water power can be sold 
profitably for half that amount. To illustrate how profitable 
this is to the manufacturer when compared to the cost of steam 
power, we will say that a mill with $500,000 capital consumes 
1,000 horsepower per year, and this power costs, if produced by 
steam, $50,000. 

Electrical power generated by water power and sold at half 
this rate means a saving of $25,000 a year, or the equivalent of a 
5 per cent dividend on the $500,000 capital. Itcan be produced 
for even less than half as much as steam power, and is now being 
sold in my State for much less than $25 per horsepower per year. 

It is not necessary here to go into the cost of developing water 
power, but it may be interesting to note the rates at which power 
is now or has been sold at @ mumber of places in the United 
States, and this emphasizes thé importance of its cheapness as 
compared with steam power. Ihave seen it stated that at Lew- 
iston, Me., the price for water power per horsepower per year 
ranges from a little less than $2 to $9.37. 

At Turners Falls, Mass., the usual rate is $7.50 per horsepower, 
and the same rate is said to prevail at Bellows Falls, Vt. At Co- 
hoes, N. Y., the annual charge per horsepower is $14.67, while at 
Paterson, N. J., the price runs as high as $50 per annum, and 
at Augusta, Ga.. the price has been as low as $5.50 per annum. 


At Weldon, N. C., water power is now sold at the rate of $15 per | 


horsepower per year, and this includes a building site and a full 
twenty-four hour service, and electrical power generated by the 
water power is furnished at the same rate for a twenty-hour 
service. These figures emphasize the advantages offered to manu- 
facturers in the water powers of the State. 

FORESTS RESOURCES. 

The forests of North Carolina have long comprised one of the 
chief resources of the State. Considering the extent of these 
forests and the great number of timber species included, it is not 
strange that they have been largely drawn upon, Notwithstand- 
ing the vast amount of timber that has been cut, an abundance 
still remains, and the lumber industry of the State is rapidly in- 
creasing. The wooded area of the State is estimated by the Di- 
vision of Forestry, Department of Agriculture, to be 35,300 square 
iniles, or 73 per cent of the total land area of the State. 

_ There are two distinct timber regions in North Carolina. One 
is the coast plain and includes the northern extension of the long- 
leaf pine belt and the other is the mountainous portion of the 
State farther west, which produces hard woods in great varieties. 
The amount of hard-wood timber now remaining in the mountain- 
ous part of the State is 10,760,000,000 feet. Of this total stand of 
hard-wood timbers 41.41 per cent is oak, 17.21 per cent is chesnut, 








are also found in the eastern section large quantities of loblolly 
pine, short-leaf pine, cypress, gum,and white cedar. Taking the 
two regions together, there remains at present in North Carolina 
a stand of at least 19,000,000,000 board feet of merchantable tim- 
ber. This takes no account of second-growth timber or of species 
which at present have no particular commercial value. The re- 
ports of the Twelfth Census show that the value of forest prod- 
ucts for the census year was $14,862,593 in lumber and $1,055,695 
in naval stores. 

In 1890 there were 713 lumber and saw mills reported, with a 
capital of $5,376,807. These mills employed 6,466 persons and 
paid wages to the amount of $1,202,994 and yielded products valued 
at $5,898,742. In 1900 the number of mills had increased to 1,770, 
with a capital of $13,385,097. The number of employees had in- 
creased to 11,751, the wages paid were $2,491,089, and the prod- 
ucts were valued at $14,862,593. In other words, there were two 
and one-half times as much capital invested in 1900 as there was 


| in 1890, and an even greater increase is shown for the value of the 
° c | 
River amounts to only about 1,300 horsepower. It was early 


products, 

Of the total value of products for the year 1900, $10,951,145 was 
forroughlumber. Of this amount $9,182,590 was for yellow pine, 
$833,366 for oak, $586,123 for poplar, and the balance embraced 
cypress, ash, chestnut, maple, hickory, walnut, and several other 
varieties of hard wood. The census of 1900 shows that the lum- 
ber companies of the State now own 6,488,400,000 feet of standing 
timber and that these companies in the year 1900 cut 1,415,978,000 
feet. The lumbering of pine and hard woods has increased stead- 
ily in value since 1850, and has more than doubled itself twice in 
the last two decades. 

The State is unusually rich in the number of tree species and 
also in favorable climate and_soil which increase the production 
of the forests. North Carolina is almost unequaled and unap- 
proached by any other State or Territory in the variety of its 
hardwoods and conifers. The coastal plain bears the northern 
extension of the great southern maritime pine belt, which for the 
last twenty-five years has furnished a large part of the hardwood 
consumed both in the United States and abroad. The lowlands 
of the coast carry gum, cypress, and white cedar. 

The Piedmont Plateau between the coast plain and the Blue 
Ridge has forests of oaks and hickories mixed with pines. The 
mountain forests consist of the greatest variety of hard woods, the 
most notable of which are the yellow poplar or tulip tree, white 
and black oaks, hickory, chestnut, black walnut, basswood, birch, 
maple, beech, ash, and wild cherry, together with the Northern 
white pine, hemlock, spruce, and fir. Altogether there are 153 
species in the forests of North Carolina, and of these over 70 are 
trees of the first size, and 57 are of great economic value. 

Twenty-four oaks occur in this State, which are 3 more than 
occur in any other State inthe Union. Of the 9 hickories in the 
United States, 8 are found in North Carolina. All 6 of the East- 
ern maples, and all the 3 lindens occur here, as do all 6 of the 
magnolias. The 3 most important timber species of the birches 
are found in North Carolina; 8 of the 11 pines; both species of 
hemlock and balsam fir, and 3 of the 5 elms. 

The cypress is a tree of great commercial value. It occurs in 
the coastal plains along streams and swamps, and the timber is 
especially good for shingles and is used extensively for construc- 
tion and for interior finishing. In the year 1900, 31,345,000 board 
feet of this timber were cut and 63,476,000 shingles were made. 

White cedar is also found in great abundance in the coastal 
plains. The shingles manufactured from this timber in 1900 
were 28,880,000. 

The yellow poplar is perhaps the most important of the hard- 


| woods. It occurs all over the State, but is most abundant, at- 


tains its greatest size, and produces the finest timber on the lower 
mountain slopes west of the Blue Ridge. In this region the pop- 
lar sometimes grows to 8 to 10 feet in diameter and trees are more 
than 150 feet high. In the year 1901 about 197,000,000 feet of 
merchantable yellow poplar was standing in the mountains of 


| western North Carolina. The lumber product of poplar in 1900 


was 51,686,000 feet. 

Next to poplar in importance among the hard woods is the oak. 
The cut of white-oak timber in 1900 was 86,245,000 feet. Large 
quantities of oak still remain in the State. Ash, chestnut, hick- 
ory, black walnut, and basswood are found throughout the moun- 
tains and Upper Piedmont Plateau. 

MINERAL RESOURCES. 

North Carolina is noted for the great variety of its minerals, 
and this fact, together with the continual discoveries of new 
localities of various minerals in commercial quantity, has made it 
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one of the foremost fields for exmloiting and research by the pros- 
pector and mineralogist. From one cause and another the State 


has gained the reputation of containing a little of nearly all the | 
It seems that it would be easy to maintain this reputa- 


minerals. 
tion, for itisa fact that more than 200 species and subspecies of min- 
erals have been identified in North Carolina. Itis a fact, too, that 
16 species of minerals were first identified in this State. Of this 
number of more than 200 there are 68 that are of economic im- 
portance, and 32 that are found in sufficient quantity to make 
them of considerable commercial value. Of thisnumber, 23 varie- 
ties are species which have been mined during the past few years. 

Fifty years ago North Carolina was prominent among the min- 
ing States of the Union, and prior to the discovery of gold in Cal- 
ifornia she furnished a very large proportion of that metal pro- 
duced in the United States. Since the development of the enor- 
mous mining interests in the Western States, however. the min- 
eral resources of North Carolina have become relatively less im- 
portant. There has been a steady development, however, during 
the past decade. The value of her mineral products in the year 
1901 was nearly double the production of 1890. 

Gold deposits are known to occur over an area of from 8,000 to 
10,000 square miles in the middle and western sections of the State. 
The first gold mining in the State was confined to placer depos- 
its, and nuggets weighing from 10 to 15 pounds were found in 
several localities. The sulphide ores, however, are most abun- 
dant, and while such deposits have not furnished the bonanzas in 
gold mining, yet with the improved processes that have been 
discovered for their treatment, very low grades can now be profit- 
ably worked, and the State offers an inviting field in this direc- 
tion. 

Copper ores have been found in considerable quantities ata 
number of localities. In recent years large expenditures have 
been made in developing these mines. Iron ores are widely dis- 
tributed over the State and include magnetite, hematite, and 
limonite. Nearly all of the iron ores of the State are low in sul- 
phur. Iron mining in North Carolina dates back as early as 
1729, when some shipments of iron were made to England. This 
industry almost kept pace with the settlement of the western 
portion of the State, and the remains of old workings are still 
visible everywhere. One of the most noted deposits of magnetic 
iron ore in the country is found at Cranberry, Mitchell County. 

Mica is very widely distributed over the western portion of the 
State, and a number of mines are being profitably worked. 

Monazite is found in great quantities. This mineral has come 
into prominence commercially during the past few years because 
of its extended use in the manufacture of hoods for Welsbach in- 
candescent gas lights. 

In the variety of gem minerals North Carolina perhaps exceeds 
any other territory of similar extent on the face of the globe. 
There is certainly no State or country that excels her in variety 
of corundum gems. It is found red, ruby red, sapphire, blue, 
dark blue, various shades of green, rose, pink, gray, purple, green, 
yellow, violet, and colorless. There are found in the State nine 
varieties of this gem that are commonly recognized by the lapi- 
daries. Other varieties of gems are the diamond, garnet, beryl, 
hiddenite, and a number of quartz gems, including the ame- 
thysts and topaz. 

The State is exceptionally well provided with building stones, 
which are found in great abundance in the middle and western 
sections. There are a number of important quarries of sand- 
stone. brownstone, and granite. The most common varieties of 
granite are the pink and common gray granite. Gneiss of a su- 
perior quality is found in great abundance. Besides these are 
found in considerable quantities a very pretty mottled porphy- 
ritic granite and rich feldspathic, which, when polished, closely 
resembles the red Scotch granite. Marble occurs extensively in 
a number of counties, and with the development of transporta- 


tion facilities these marble deposits will constitute an immense | 


source of wealth to the State. 

Kaolin is found in a number of localities throughout the State. 
Many of these deposits of kaolin are fine in quality and abundant 
in quantity. There are many deposits of other clays found in 
every section of the State. 


facture of brick, stoneware, terra cotta, and fire brick. Immense 


deposits of talc and pyrophyllite are found in the central and | 


western sections of the State. These deposits are of the very 
finest quality and afford handsome remuneration to those who 
have engaged in their development. 

FISHERIES. 


The fisheries of North Carolina have long been of great impor- 
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These clays are suitable for the manu- | 





tance, and in nearly all respects this importance has increased | 


from year to year. In the number of persons employed and the 


value of products the fishing interests of the State are more than 
twice as important as those of all the other South Atlantic States 
combined and nearly equal to them in amount of capital invested. 
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The prominent position of this industry in the State is no doubt 
chiefly due to the vast extent of its sounds and other coastal 
bodies of water. There are 26 counties in the eastern portion of 
the State which are represented in commercial fisheries. Of this 
number, 17 have a frontage on the ocean or on the sounds tribu- 
tary thereto. 

In 1880 the capital invested in the fishing industries of the 
State amounted to $506,561. In 1897, the latest year for which we 
have been able to find available figures, the capital invested had 
increased to $1,218,459. In 1890 the product of the fisheries of 
the State were 51,799,142 pounds, and in 1897 the products were 
64,234,257 pounds, or an increase of 24 per cent. The value of 
the fishery products in 1890 was $1,027,669, and in 1897 this value 
had increased to $1,316,017, or a gain of 28 per cent. 

The waters of the State abound in as great a variety of fishes 


| as can be found in any other similar extent of territory in the 


world, Those varieties which abound in greatest abundance and 
which are recognized as among the most desirable market varie- 
ties of fish are the alewife (commonly known as herring), black 
and striped bass, bluefish, mullet, shad, Spanish mackerel, sque- 
teague, and oysters. Shad and oysters are by far the most im- 
portant product of the fisheries of North Carolina, and these are 
followed in importance by the alewife. The most important of 
these three is the shad. North Carolina produces 18 per cent of 
all the shad caughtin the United States, and as an evidence of the 
superior quality of the North Carolina shad and of its popularity 
in the markets of the country it is only necessary to state that, 
for this 18 per cent of the entire shad catch of the country, the 
consumer pays 23.9 per cent of the value of the entire shad catch 
of the country. In the quantity and value of the alewife North 
Carolina stands at the head of the list among all the States of the 
Union. 

In 1890 the fisheries of the State employed 10,274 persons. In 
1897 the number employed was 12,045 persons, or an increase of 
more than 17 per cent. 

The shore enterprises of the State dependent on the fisheries are 
of considerable importance. The menhaden business was repre- 
sented by six factories in 1897. The wholesaie trade in the can- 
ning industry in the year 1897 sold products to the value of nearly 
a half million dollars. The great extent of the inland waters 
along the coast offers superior advantages for the prosecution and 
extension of this great industry. 

EDUCATION. 

The educational interests of the State are now uppermost in 
the minds of all the people of the State from the governor down 
to the humblest citizen. While we stand close at the bottom of 
the list in literacy, yet the progress made in education in the last 
ten years is a bright page in North Carolina history. When we 
consider the conditions which existed from 1865 to 1875, the ad- 
vancement made along the lines of public education is fully com- 
mensurate with the progress made in other directions. Those 
not familiar with these conditions can not realize what obstacles 
have been surmounted and what victories for intelligence have 
been won. 

If you can picture a once prosperous State laid waste; a proud 
people under the dominion of former slaves; a government in the 
hands of alien freebooters and their allied dupes newly armed 
with citizenship; a government collecting taxes for education 
and taking these taxes to reward acts of State treason; a govern- 
ment which closed the doors of the State University in the faces 
of the best young manhood of the State who were clamoring to 
enter there; a government which, as just stated, not only col- 
lected taxes for education and misappropriated them, but they 
went even so far as to steal and squander special funds provided 
by the General Government—if, I say, you can draw a picture of 
these things and of such conditions, you can then have some faint 
conception of the circumstances under which North Carolina un- 
dertook the work of educating her children. 

Under such conditions is it any wonder that there was little 
educational enthusiasm? But undaunted by the acts of rapacity 
and plunder just noted, and keenly alive to the absolute necessity 
of training a citizenship of educated men and women, the State 
about 1876 took up the tremendous task of first creating a sentl- 
ment for public education among all classes of her people, and 
then to provide the necessary facilities for their education, but 
we will let figures tell the story of the past ten or twelve years. 

So slow was public sentiment in demanding public education 
that in 1890 the State expended only $721,756 on public schools. 
In 1900 this had increased to $1,031,328, and in the year following, 
1901, there was still a further increase of nearly $100,000. Be- 
sides these amounts expended in 1900 and 1901, there was an addi- 
tional sum of about $200,000 expended in the graded schools of 
the larger towns of the State. 

In 1890 the school population of the State was 586,668, and of 
this number 216,524, or 37 per cent, were colored children. Ia 
1900 the total school population was 659,629, of which 220,198, or 
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33 per cent. were colored. 


The total enrollment in the public 
schools in 1890 was 322,533 and in 1900 the total enrollment was 


460,452. The proportion of enrollment for the two races was about 
the same as that shown for the total school population. In 1890 
the average length of school term for the white race was 11.85 
weeks and for the colored race 11.81 weeks, while in 1900 the 
school term for the white race was 14.66 weeks and for the colored 
race 13.7 weeks, and inthe year following, 1901, the average school 
term had increased to 15.56 weeks for the whites and 14.49 for the 
colored. 

The number of public schoolhouses in the State in 1890 was 
3.978 for the white race and 1,820 for the colored, or a total of 
5,793. while in 1900 the schoolhouses for the whites had increased 
to 4,798 and for the colored to 2,120 and the total to 6,918. The fig- 
ures above indicate that the negro has had his proportionate share 
in public education in the State. It is an interesting fact, how- 
ever, that while he has received his due proportion according to 
population, yet in 1900 he contributed only 12 per cent of the 
school tax actually paid. Hecontributed 12 per cent of the money 
expended in public education; he contributed 33 per cent to the 
total school population of the State, and he received 27 per cent 
of the total apportionment of school funds, 30 per cent of the total 
amount paid to teachers, 28 per cent of the total amount paid for 
teachers’ institutes, 24 per cent of the total amount invested in 
school property. 

While it is charged that the white people of North Carolina 
have disfranchised the negro and attempted to take from him 
those political rights guaranteed by the Constitution, yet those 
making the charge have never been fair enough to say to those 


who heard them that these same white people were expending | 
hundreds of thousands of dollars each year for the education of 


this race. 

Since 1874 the taxpayers of North Carolina have contributed 
more than $5,600,000 to negro education, and what is worthy of 
special note is the fact that of all these millions the negro him- 
self paid less than 10 per cent, and the balance was paid by white 
taxpayers. When it is understood that the negro pays a greater 
proportion of educational taxes than he does for any other object, 
because of the fact that the bulk of the poll tax goes into the 
education fund, it will be easy to understand what a very 
small proportion of the general tax fund is contributed by the 
negro. 

The negroes of the State own less than 4 per cent of the as- 


sessed valuation of property and their contribution in taxes to | 


general objects is in proportion to their share of the assessed val- 
uation of property. So that the white people of the State have 
not only paid more than 90 per cent of the money that has been 
expended on negro education, but they have also paid more than 
95 per cent of the general taxes. 
any part of the world can show an example of greater generosity 


toward an inferior and a politically hostile race than the white | 


people of North Carolina have shown to the negro, then the 
statements made by those who have charged my people with un- 
fairness to the negro may go unchallenged. 

In addition to the public schools above mentioned, as has al- 
ready been intimated, there are graded schools in all of the more 
important towns of the State supported by local taxation. These 
are not included with the public schools above mentioned. Add 
to the public schools and the graded schools 500 private prepara- 
tory academies and high schools, with an annual attendance of 
40,000 pupils, and you have some idea of the educational forces 
at work along the lines of public education. Our State University 
stands par excellent among other similar institutions. 
College of Agriculture and Mechanic Arts has grown in magni- 
tude and usefulness, until it now ranks among the best industrial 
colleges of the country. A school of similar character as the 
College of Agriculture and Mechanic Arts is also provided for the 
colored race, so that they have the same opportunities along in- 
dustrial lines as the whites. 

The most useful and perhaps the finest and best-equipped nor- 
mal training school for female teachers in the United States is in 
North Carolina—the State Normal and Industrial College, at 
Greensboro. Her denominational colleges, owned and fostered 
by the leading denominations of Christians in the State, rank as 
high as any of their kind in the country. In this connection it 
will be interesting to note, too, that while these colleges have 
been in a comparatively flourishing condition for a great number 
of years, yet during the past ten or fifteen years they have shown 
their most wonderful growth. Their endowment funds have 
been increased enormously, the scope of their work has been ex- 
tended, and in every particular they have fully kept pace with 
the highest educational advancement of the times. 


Thus I have described in part the people, the resources, and | 


possibilities of North Carolina. The greatest of these assets are her 
people and the greatest possibilities of growth and progress and 
wealth lie in her children. These must be educated, and their 


If any State or community in | 
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| on the Republican side. | 
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training must be along the lines which will best fit them for doing 
things and for bettering themselves and their State. There must 
be not only mental discipline, but manual training,and at the 
same time moral nurture and patriotic sentiment must be fur- 
nished andcultivated. Whenthe citizenship of the State shall be 
so educated the one thing lacking will have been supplied and 
North Carolina will become in fact the ideal State of the Union. 

The State is to-day in more healthy condition than an any period 
in the past, There is a spirit of unrest with present conditions. 
There is an aspiration well nigh universal for education and prog- 
ress, and it is believed that the movement will continue to grow. 

I am indebted to many sources for the material upon which 
these remarks are based. The North Carolina department of ag- 
riculture and the various departments of the National Govern- 
ment, including Prof. J. A. Holmes, State geologist of North 
Carolina, have all been most courteous in responding to the re- 
quests for information and data. However, Iam under the great- 
est obligations to Mr. Thomas M. Robertson, expert of the United 
States Department of Labor, who has contributed most largely 
to its preparation and without whose labors the work could not 
have been accomplished. Mr. Robertsonisa native of the State, but 
has for years rendered most valuable services in the Department of 
Labor and in the work of the Eleventh and Twelfth censuses. 

Correctness has been sought in all data and statements which 
have been submitted, the purpose being to outline a practical 
exposition of the State’s resources. The story needs not fine 
phrases or rounded periods to make it attractive. The figures 
portraying its growth are in themselves eloquent and its possi- 
bilities and future are an inspiration. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with 
much interest to the remarks made by the contestee in his own 
behalf. I was curious to learn what view he would take of the 
situation which has been so graphically presented to the House 
by the vast amount of testimony that was taken and brought 
before the committee. If I could have the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Butler], I would take advantage of 
this opportunity to extend my congratulations to him and to the 


gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RicHaARDSON], who so admirably 


| leads the minority on the floor of this House, upon the perfect 


recovery which the gentleman from Missouri has made from that 
illness of which the gentleman from Tennessee so pathetically 
spoke yesterday. 

I tremble, Mr. Speaker, to think what strength the gentleman 
from Missouri, the contestee, might have displayed and what infiu- 
ence he might have exercised upon this House if he had addressed it 
for an hour with the full vigor of health within him. [Applause 
I must congratulate the contestee upon 
the very able speech which he has just made, upon the fair pres- 
entation of his side of the case which he has made; I heartily 
congratulate him in that respect. 

Mr. BUTLER of Missouri. May I interrupt the gentleman for 
a moment? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, with reference to my 
illness, I desire tosay that I rose from a sick bed and came here yes- 
terday, and that Iam at this moment under the influence of large 
quantities of morphine in order to keep me upinthiscase. I cer- 
tainly do not want this House to believe for one moment that I 
feigned illness for the purpose of influencing this House. I did 
not know that the protest was being made on account of my ill- 
ness or I certainly should have been here myself. I trust gentle- 
men of this House will do me the credit to believe me in this case, 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Well, Mr. Speaker, I must only ac- 
centuate and emphasize my congratulations. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman having re- 
ferred to me by name, I desire to say that the only evidence I 
had was the certificate of the surgeon or the physician at the 
Raleigh Hotel, Dr. McLaughlin, I think, if I have the name. I 
saw it written, in the possession of Mr. Bowie. I stated it upon 
a certificate of a reliable and responsible physician, and I believe 
it to be true, notwithstanding the insinuation of the gentleman 
from Ohio to the contrary. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I am sorry that the gentlemen will not 
take me candidly when I congratulate them. Is not the gentle- 
man from Missouri to be congratulated? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not know. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I donot knoweither, then. He is well 
enough for our purpose. I donot know what we would have done 
if he had been better. But I think he displays entire familiarity 
with the facts in this case and an astonishing, a most astonishing, 
intellectual force in view of his statement of his condition. 

But I desire to make an observation, Mr. Speaker, which will 
furnish in a measure the text of the remarks I make. He has as- 
serted here with numerous adjectives and with every superlative 
that his voice could express the utter honesty and fairness and 
the entire propriety of the Democratic managers in the city of 
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St. Louis. 
testee has had with the election methods in that city, and when I 
hear him characterize these methods as being made up altogether 
from virtuous impulses, I can not help but think of these few 
lines so familiar to us all: 





Vice is a monster of so frightful mien, 

As to be hated, needs but to be seen: 

Yet seen too oft, familiar with her face, 
We first endure, then pity, then embrace. 


I was interested, as we all were, in the contestee’s beautiful 
characterization of a newspaper out in St. Louis that has been 
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supposed to be the bedrock of Democratic doctrine in all that | 


country. and when he reached the very summit, the climax of his 
declamation of abuse of that sheet, I was interested to notice all 
his Democratic colleagues from the State of Missouri, who I sup- 
posed in times past had been supported, and in the immediate 
future expected to be supported, by that paper, vociferously ap- 
plaud that sentiment. 


I do not think, my friends, that that ar- | 


gues much for Democratic harmony in the good old State of | 


Missouri. 

Now, I shall not take up much time, Mr. Speaker, in discussing 
this cas>. I shall only sketch it roughly, in outline, with broad 
lines, without going into the details, which would take many hours 
to properly put in the picture. As most of those who honor me 


with their attention now know,I am serving my fourth term | 


upon a committee on elections, and my third term as chairman. 


I have endeavored during all these years of service to give the | 


best thought and the best attention that I could to the duty that 
was laid upon me, and as conscientiously as I knew how to arrive 
at a conclusion. I have seen many election contests; I have 
argued many of them on the floor of this House. I have some- 
times been shocked and horrified by the testimony of election 
frauds in the Southern States; and yet while there were no apol- 
ogies to offer for these frauds, we have all felt that there were 
some things at least to be said for the state of mind which for 
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When we remember all the experience that the con- | tions, and that that deputy commissioner, when the body itself 


was not in session, should have all the powers and authority of 
the commissioners themselves. The result was the commissioners 
of election rarely met at all. 

Mr. BOWIE. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Yes. 

Mr. BOWIE. Will the gentleman deny that the record shows 
that every Republican judge and clerk in this Congressional dis- 
trict, as well as in the Tenth and Eleventh, were selected in the 
manner recommended by the Republican commissioners? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio.’ Oh, I certainly deny that such was the 
fact. 

Mr. BOWIE. The record shows that it was. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. It will suffice for me to say now, since 
the gentleman interrupted me, to answer that observation by 
this 

Mr. BOWIE. The gentleman will excuse me; I was inter- 
rupted a few times myself yesterday. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I have not objected to the gentleman's 
interruption. 

Mr. BOWIE. I thought the gentleman did. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. No; Iam replying to it now instead 
of later on. First, it is not true that the judges and clerks, in 
the way in which the gentleman states it, were nominated by 
Republican officers, those selected by the commissioner. I say 
that the testimony shows that that is not true. 

But that is not all. There is the record, the ballots of 113, and 
113 only, of the Republican judges and clerks who were ap- 
pointed. And the ballots of these 113 men show that 54 of them 
voted for Mr. Butler; that 6 of them did not vote for Mr. Horton, 





| and only 53 out of the 113 so-called Republican judges and clerks 


obvious considerations our brethren in the South might get into. | 
But I desire to say here and now, measuring my words deliber- | 


ately and carefully, that of all the other elections that have come 
to my attention, officially or unofficially, they are in the main 
fair and honest as compared with the frightful scandals and 
shameless conduct that characterized the election in St. Louis in 
1900. I have not much compliment to pay to the civic pride, to 
the sense and desire for public justice in a community that could 
permit the things to be done that have for years been permitted 
in that city. 
outrageous election I ever heard of. 

Let me tell you what it was in a few words. The election law 
of Missouri as passed in 1895 provided for three commissioners of 
election, two of whom in the course of things should be Demo- 
crats and one a Republican. 
the judges of election in the various precincts of St. Louis should 
be selected in this way: The Democratic commissioners should 
select the Democratic judges and the Republican commissioners 
should select the Republican judges; that the judges should be- 
long to and be recognized members of the party which they were 
supposed to represent. 

The law, not satisfied with that careful precaution against hay- 


This was the boldest, the most impudent, the most 


The law went on to provide that | 


voted for the Republican candidate for Congress. 

Now. Ido not care how they got there; I do not care how these 
judges were debauched, whether in their original choice or after 
they were selected. The fact is they were the creatures of Mr. 
Butler’s managers, and that is enough to answer that proposition. 

Well, now, we have discovered by the language of this law—we 
have discovered by the concrete illustration I have just given you 
as to the operation of this law—how they laid the foundation for 
the result they sought to obtain. 

But there were other troubles that they had to get over. I do 
not know that this law troubled what is known as the ‘‘ Butler 
crowd”’ in the city of St. Louis. I think they have, or ought to 
have, written over the portals of the Jefferson Club, which is said 
to be the headquarters of the police and the ‘* Butler crowd:”’ 

For forms of election laws let fools contest; 
What's worst administered is best. 

I think they could get along with any kind of a law. 

But the law provided that challengers representing each party 
should be present, and it was necessary in the Democratic scheme 
to see that those challengers were prevented from performing 


| their duties, and in that view they saw to it that in every precinc 


ing Inkewarm or dishonest or unfaithful partisans in control of | 


the election, went on to provide that when these officials had se- 
lected the judges, their names should be sent up to the court, and 
notice given to the public a certain length of time to show cause 
why any proposed judge or clerk of election should not be ap- 
pointed. 

The result was that every election judge in the city of St. Louis, 
in the natural order of things, was true to the party which he 
was supposed to represent. Now, that ought to be good enough 
law for any community. 


I could not criticise a community that | 


did not take up that kind of a measure when it had something | 
else, but having that measure crystallized in the form of a law, | 
we must suspect the motives which induced them to change and | 


relax these righteous provisions. 


So in 1899 they passed what is known as the Nesbit law. The | 


Nesbit law is not such a bad law. It would not be significantly 
bad if it did not repeal the righteous provisions of what was 
known as the Filley law. Every man knows that the purity of 
elections rests first and most important of all upon the purity 
and honesty and fidelity of the judges and clerks of election. 
Now, having a law that made it certain that these would be 
honest and faithful judges and clerks of election, they repealed it 
and provided one like this: That the judges and clerks should 
belong to different political parties, but it was in the hands of 
the commissioners of election, in which body the minority Re- 


publican commissioner was a mere cipher with no power what- | 


ever, with no right to select, and in deed and in fact with no voice, 
becanse the law provided that the majority should control that 
body, that that body should elect a deputy commissioner of elec- 


where their nefarious work was to be carried on there should appear 
a force of policemen, from 2 to 10, for the purpose of preventing, as 
in many cases they did prevent, honest men from performing 
their duty. 

Let me tell you what they did. They had a central place of 
registration, a general registration law existing in that city. They 
had a central place of registration, as well as local places in the 
several precincts. But the word went out that they must regis- 
ter at this central office. Now, this is what happened: The Dem- 
ocratic managers selected their supple and complaisant tools, and 
each man was instructed to register at the central office of regis- 
tration 5, 10, 20, 30, 50 times, as often as he could under such 
name or names as the Democratic managers gave him on a slip 
of paper. Thus John Smith in his own proper name and charac- 
ter of John Smith was presented with five or ten or a dozen or 
twenty slips of paper. 

On the first of them he discovered that his name was William 
Brown; that his age was 28; that he lived, for instance, at 1545 Olive 
street, which was in the second precinct, we will assume, of the 
Fourteenth Ward. SoJohn Smith walked boldly up tothe registra- 
tion office, where a blind man, who could see enough and no more 
to handle a pen, was ready to see and register him. And so he 
enters his name ‘‘ William Brown, age 28. Iliveat No. 1545 Olive 
street.’’ 

And he is registered. He goes out into the hall, and in five 
minutes he comes back again, and his name then is William 
Johnson, 29 years old; and he lives on another street and in 
another precinct. He goes out again and some of his comrades 
say: ‘‘ Weare afraid somebody will get onto us;’’ they change 
hats and coats, and John Smith registers again as Tom Brown 
from another street, in another precinct. And so he and his 
companions go on the register just as many times on just as 


| many days as they think they safely can. 


Now, whether this mass of fraudulent registration was done 
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by 50 men or 500 men is unimportant. I am telling you now 
what the witnesses saw. They saw the men go into the registrar 
tion office; they saw them come out; they saw them change their 
hats and coats; they saw them goin and read off from a slip of paper 
their new names and description, and come out again and go back 
again, and so on indefinitely. Five different witnesses saw 
crowds of that kind at work. 

Well, now, from one source or another, just prior to the elec- 
tions the public was advised of this enormous over-registration in 
the city of St. Louis. Why, sir, any man who could get hold of 
a registration list and would look at it for a moment could dis- 
cern, for instance, this fact: That in two blocks of that city 
wherein the chief of police, the Democratic manager, says there 
is nothing but bawdyhouses to be found 111 men were registered; 
and upon ey it was found that there were not to exceed 11 
men who could possibly live there. 

So here, there, everywhere, the evidence of this enormous 
fraudulent registration appeared. There were no less than 50 
vacant lots, which harbored, probably, hundreds of people. There 
were livery stables, lumber yards, coal yards, blacksmith shops, 
car barns—everything that could have a number had its reg- 
istered people. Some people lived in the middle of the street, if 
we can believe the testimony of their registration slips, because 
the numbers appropriate to their registration would land them 
over in the middle of the street. 


So I say the evidence multiplied of thousands of these people | 
who could not be found, who did not live there. They were | 


purely fictitious persons. They were born on aslip of paper and 


lived their life on a registration list. Fifteen hundred registered | 


letters were sent out to names of persons believed ts be fictitious 
and the mail carriers undertook to deliver them. Probably not 
5 per cent of them found the people whom they sought. My 
friend from Alabama [Mr. Bow!e] says that the other 95 per cent 
heard somebody say that the registered letter had in it only a lit- 
tle notice, of no account, and so they all got mad and refused to 
take them or would not go after them or kept away at such times 
as the mail carriers sought to find them. [Laughter. } 

One of the witnesses testified—I believe it was a letter carrier— 
that he went into one saloon where there were about 30 or 40 men 
registered, the saloon not having rooms enough for 3 or4. He 
asked the man running the place, running down this whole list of 
names, if they lived there. ‘‘Oh, yes,’’ was the reply, ‘‘ they all 
live here.’’ That man was onto his job. He went to the next 
place, to a man who was similarly informed as to what his duty 
was with respect to answering questions about registration, and 
asked him if so and so lived there. 

Yes, was the answer. After going down through two or three 
names of the people registered there, he gave his own name, the 
name of the chief of the mail carriers, and several other people 
who did not live within several miles of there. The reply was 
that they all lived there, just the same. [Laughter.] Now, I 
want you to understand that I am merely giving you mild illus- 
trations of what actually occurred. 

The precinct committeemen canvassed and found hundreds of 
men registered who did not live there. A man who had lived 





| 
| 
| 


for years, for instance, at 609 of a certain street swore that men | 


that were registered from 611 and 613 of the same street did not 
live there and never had in their time lived there. The contestant 
called people who lived in the houses wherein and wherefrom 
scores and scores of people were said to live and to be registered, 
and they said no such people lived there, no such people ever 
lived there, and of all the cloud of people thus discredited as hav- 
ing been fraudulently registered, not one of them was called to the 
stand to testify that the testimony which was introduced by the 





Deputy sheriffs were armed with warrants for the arrest of 
several persons illegally and fictitiously registered; but the police 
unlawfully refused to permit them to go nearer than 100 feet 
from the polling booth, and the challengers in the booths were, 
when loyal and determined, driven out. Thus the desired in- 
formation that some one was illegally voting under the fictitious 
name could never be given. If not given at the instant, it could 
not, of course, be given at all. 

Now, let me sketch another little picture in this relation. Ina 
practical and concrete way, how did they do it? I will tell you 
one of the ways. The chief mogul of the Democratic party in the 


| city of St. Louis is Edward Butler, the father of the contestee. 


I have never had such cogent testimony presented, to my mind, 
of the political value and importance of an individual as when I 
discovered that the Missouri Democratic delegation in this House, 
almost to a man, when they came to make a choice between the 
St. Louis Republic, a great Democratic newspaper, and Edward 
Butler, selected Edward Butler and turned down the Republic. 
Edward Butler, I say, was the leader and the master of the 
Democratic forces in St. Louis. So, early on the morning of elec- 
tion day in 1900, at the order of Edward Butler, an immense band 
wagon, capable of holding fifteen or twenty or more people, 


| started from a livery stable in that city and met at an agreed 


spot and was soon loaded up with a man named Jack Williams 
and what became known that day in St. Louis as his ‘‘ gang of 
Indians.”’ 

Now, that Williams crowd in the wagon traveled all over this 
district, or in certain wards of this district, stopping at eight dif- 
ferent places, each of those eight places being in close proximity 
to from three to five election precincts; and, bold as it may ap- 
pear, impossible of conception as it would seem to us, that party 
of men, reinforced from time to time by volunteers who did not 
travel through the route in that wagon, stopped at no less than 
23 different polling places and voted. I knownot, no man knows, 
how many times each one of them voted at each voting precinct 
where they stopped. 

Each man was supplied with a number of slips upon which was 
inscribed the name of a certain individual who had been formally 
registered—that is, whose name was on the list, giving his ad- 
dress and his age. He had never heard of that name before and 
he only knew when his leader gave him that slip that a name cor- 
responding to that name was duly inscribed upon the registration 
roll in the precinct there where he was to do the voting, and that 
unless there was somebody there who knew that he was a fraud 
and could instantly apprehend him he could then and there vote 
with entireimpunity. And so this wenton hour after hour, from 
place to place, voting more than once if it was convenient to do 
so, and only once if it was dangerous to do more. 

Now, there was one witness who testified—and I give you this 
as an illustration only, for I am only illustrating this case—there 
was one witness who testified that this crowd came to his precinct 
along about 100’clock in the morning, and that they voted a num- 
ber of times, he does not knowhow many. He was a challenger, 
and at the moment when the repeaters approached he was ejected 
from the polling place. 

His recollection as to the number in the crowd is indefinite and 
uncertain. Thatis unimportant. Other witnesses followed this 

vagon to this place. We know it was there; we know that just 
before noon it reached that precinct, which is the second precinct 
of the Twenty-third Ward. When they came there approxi- 
mately 140 people had voted. They remained there for an hour 


| or two, or part of them did, voting and revoting. When that 


contestant was false. Nor is there, except in one accidental case, | 


I believe, a particle of testimony in the whole case that implies 
even that a solitary one of the thousands of people shown to be 
illegally registered actually did live at the places from which they 
were registered. 

Well, now, we can understand that when John Smith masquer- 
aded under twenty different names at twenty different precincts 
it would be impossible for the hand of the law to be laid upon 
him, unless it caught him at the instant of fate when he, John 
Smith, under the name of William Jones, for instance, was offer- 
ing his illegal vote at a certain voting place; and itis evident that 


unless there conspired at the election place a man charged to see | 


who was voting and a man who had a warrant with which to 
arrest a man who was illegally voting, you would never have the 
means within your power to arrest a single one of these suspi- 
cious persons, because, having once voted, and having disap- 
peared and destroyed his memorandum, no one could thereafter 
prove that John Smith, who was a total stranger at that pre- 
cinct and was never before seen there, had voted under the name 
of William Jones. He himself, in the multiplicity of his votes 
during that time, no doubt would himself forget the various 
hames under which he had voted. 





testimony appeared, I had a curiosity to pursue the inquiry and 
see where it would lead to. 

The House has been informed in this debate heretofore that 
under the constitution of Missouri every ballot is preserved, and 
it has the number that is opposite the name of the voter on the 
poll list itself. So that if I want to know how John Smith, whose 
vote was No. 250 on the poll book, voted, I have simply to go to the 
ballots and find ballot No. 250, and there we learn how he voted. In 
this case these ballots were examined, recounted, and certain de- 
ductions made from them; and I have here one of the volumes 
containing copies of the poll lists of the various precincts in some 
of the wards in this Congressional district. 

I discover in that second precinct of the Twenty-third Ward, 
where the evidence respecting Jack Williams's gang of Indians is 
so specific and in the main so satisfactory, that, beginning with 
ballot No. 140 and running down to ballot 260, every single ballot 
between those numbers was cast against the Republican candi- 
date for Congress in a precinct in which the parties were fairly 
evenly divided. There was a majority of Democrats in that pre- 
cinct, but 121 men there voted, one after the other, every one of 
them voting against the contestant in this case. 

But more than that, and far more significant, and really more 
conclusive in an inferential way upon this proposition, is this: Of 
those 121 men who thus voted between Nos. 140 and 260, nota 
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solitary one of them had a middle initial in hisname. They were 
all Johns and Bills and Harrys, Smiths and Joneses and Fogartys 
and Ryans and Robinsons, and so on. Not one of them had a 
middle initial in hisname. Now, I do not think it is a necessary 
sign of manhood that one should have a middle initial, but there 
is a law of averages that governs that. And when we look at the 
first 140 names preceding this gang, we discover that half or more 
of them have middle initials. 

When we look at the last 200, succeeding No. 260, we find that 
half or more of them have middle initials, and you can not find 
any block exceeding 10 or 15 or 20 without a middle initial; but 
more than all that, of those men who thus appeared to vote be- 


tween 140 and 260, or 121 in all, we find by the other evidence in | 


the case that at least 113 of them were fraudulently registered in 
that precinct. I should think, reasoning it out, that there must 
have been one or two or three honest voters in that crowd. 

Mr. BOWIE. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. BOWIE. Does the gentleman deny that the Republican 
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| termine conditions in October. 
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age of 21 years living in certain wards and precincts of the Twelfth 
Congressional district as shown by the census of 1900. 

From this comparison it appeared that out of 27,467 persons 
registered 14,088 were not enumerated in the Federal census of 
the preceding June. 

It is not to be denied that no census can be exactly accurate, 
and it must be true that conditions in June do not necessarily de- 
Nevertheless, whatever may be 
the conditions of population as to permanence, it is not for a mo- 
ment admissible that in a city like St. Louis half of the popula- 
tion registered in October did not reside in the district in June; 
nor can it be true that, if residing there, they were not found by 
the census enumerators. 

The McBurney canvass is the name given to a canvass of many 
of the precincts and wards of this district in the latter part of 
December, under the general direction of the attorneys for the 
contestant and under the immediate supervision of Mr. McBur- 


| ney, who had occupied the place of chief clerk to the supervisor 


ward committeemen for that ward testified that every judge and | 
| United States census wus taken, except that only male inhabitants 


clerk in that ward was appointed upon his recommendation, and 
that Mr. Whifiiing, the Republican clerk appointed upon the rec- 


ommendation of the Republican ward committeemen, testified | 
| of a well-known Chicago publisher, who permitted his name to 
be used for that purpose. 


that he knew every white man who voted in that precinct, and 
that every one of them who voted lived there? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Well, that is the Twenty-third Ward 
and the second precinct. My answer is that both of the Repub- 
lican judges of election there voted for Butler. [Laughter.] I 
do not care what Whiffling said or anybody else said, the damning 
evidence is here that the two so-called Republican judges of elec- 
tion voted the Democratic ticket. 

Mr. BOWIE. Did they vote against McKinley? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Probably they did. The return that 
we have here is on the candidate for Congress only. 


Mr. BOWIE. The gentleman does not contend that they voted | 


f 


ir anybody on the Democratic ticket except Butler? 
Mr. MANN. There is no way of telling that here. 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. The only contest in the Twelfth Con- 
gressional district of Missouri was over the election of a Congress- 
man, and he who secured the corrupt support of a Republican 
judge for a Democratic candidate for Congress had done all that 
the politics of that vicinage needed that day. 

3ut then what could the poor challenger do? Here are four 
judges, all of them opposed to the Republican candidate for Con- 
At least that much we know. There is no deputy sheriff 
with a warrant nearer than a hundred feet. John Smith, living 


gress. 


of the census at St. Louis. 
This work was carried on in precisely the same manner as the 


above the age of 21 years were enumerated. The avowed purpose 
of the canvass was to make a trade directory, under the auspices 


The canvassers employed had most of them been census enu- 
merators in the various parts of the city of St. Louis, and had 
shown capacity for performing such work. They had no intima- 
tion that the purpose of the canvass was otherwise than that dis- 
closed by the official papers which they received, and the real 
purpose of the canvass was studiously kept from them. They 
did their work in the full belief that a trades directory was to be 
published on the basis of the information obtained by them. 

While some question is raised as to the competency of this can- 
vass as evidence in the case by reason of the fact that the can- 
vassers themselves were not put upon the witness stand, we are 


| yet inclined to receive it for what it is worth in precisely the 


at 4101 Patton street, if that be his number according to the reg- | 


istration list, comes in and offers his vote. Who can stop him 
if the judges are bound to let him vote? Whocansay, ‘‘ You are 
not John Smith; you donot live at 4101 Patton street?’’ He puts 
his vote in because there is absolutely no way whereby his iden- 
tity can be disclosed or the fraud in his offering his vote be dis- 
covered. 

Now, as I say, this Jack Williams gang went through this dis- 


same way and for exactly the same purpose as that for which we 
would consider a city directory competent. 

It must not be forgotten that this is not a case in which an 
effort is being made to prove that Richard Roe did or did not com- 
mit a crime, or whether John Doe did or did not vote at a certain 
place at a certain time. Considering the character of the issue 
made in this case and the nature of the frauds alleged and other- 
wise proven, it is difficult to understand what kind of testimony 
could be more persuasive or even more competent than the re- 
sults of the canvass made under the circumstances in which a 
city directory of a great city is ordinarily made. 

It is proven in this case to our entire satisfaction that the can- 

rassers under McBurney were competent to perform their duty; 
were suitably instructed; that each made an affidavit to the cor- 
rectness of his returns; that that affidavit was the basis upon 


| wh?ch his compensation was fixed, and that the canvass made by 


trict, voting at I know not how many places, but at least 20 dif- | 
ferent places, and voting I know not how many different times | 
to each man who composed that gang. The driver of the wagon 
testifies that practically the same crowd was in his wagon all the 
time. He said now and then he would discover two or three new 
faces, but the body of the gang was there just as he started out 


with it. 

In view of the fact that the committee find that no valid election 
occurred in this district and therefore refuse also to seat the con- 
testant, it is due to the House that I state our reasons for that 
refusal. 

One of the important incidents in the testimony in the case is 
what is known as the McBurney canvass. This canvass is not at 


all important—except as it suggested other evidence which was | 


produced—in leading us to the conclusion that the contestee 
ought to be unseated. Its moral effect, however, is very great. 
It is well that it was made; but a candid examination of it com- 
pels us to treat the contestant exactly as we treat the contestee. 

The several registration lists for the various precincts of the 
Twelfth Congressional district were separately printed by pre- 


cincts, the name and address of each person registered being | : 
| whose names could not be found upon the registration lists. 


given, the names following the order of street numbers, so that, 
having the residence of a person, his name could easily be found 
the registration list. 

As the United States census, which was taken in June, five 
months prior to the election, was taken by blocks, and the ages 


on 





of all those who were enumerated appeared in the detailed census 
returns, it was a very simple, though, of course, laborious, matter 





to compare the registration lists with the Federal census returns, 
and this was done. The Director of the Census furnished a list 
of the names and addresses of all the male inhabitants over the 


them and by them returned, and tabulated by Mr. McBurney, ‘s, 
in all respects, as worthy of credibility as any canvass for a city 
directory could possibly be. 

As to its persuasiveness respecting any particular individual, I 
would, of course, have very grave doubts, but as to the charges 
made and the facts en masse nothing could be more convincing. 
Whatever objections there are to the McBurney canvass go to 1ts 
weight, and its weight is to be determined by its comparison with 
other testimony. 

In the same territory to which I have already referred, in which 
a comparison was made between the United States census and the 
registration list, we find that while under the census 14,088 per- 
sons on the registration lists were not found, 12,411 were similarly 
not found by the McBurney canvass. 

But the remarkable and suggestive circumstance about these 
canvasses and the inference to be drawn from them is this: That 
of the 27,467 names on the registration rolls 9,180 were not found 
either by the census takers in June or by the McBurney canvass- 
ers in December. 

Another very remarkable fact which appeared by the census 
returns and the McBurney canvass was that many thousand per- 
sons were found who appeared to be entitled to registration, but 


Doubtless an effort was made to prevent honest residents from 
penne as well as to increase dishonesty in the registration 
Toll. 

The further importance of this comparison of the registration 
list with the Federal census and the McBurney canvass will ap- 
pear when I develop that by an examination of the ballots cast 
the vast majority of those who seemed to be illegally registered 
cast their votes for the contestee in this case. 

In the precincts in which the vote was disclosed of those who 









1902. 





were not found by the McBurney canvass the tabulated result is 
as follows: 


Vote of names not found by McBurney canvass. 

















7. | Hor- Not 
Ward. Butle 2 tom. | voted. Total. 
ee hi i hadi a ae tical Eecaleds 893 542 646 2,081 
De eee ae 1,421 5341 1,108 | 3.063 
DING LN Ghee cedecndapan ceeetisttnakbescbinnadied B51 147 814 812 
a el 1,175 264 1,024 2, 463 
el aeghesinebeetl 443 865 871 1,179 
EE Rae ied cach abeeancanaaeeneon 59 40 41 140 
a A oe oe emadind samiemanst 627 | 237 588 1, 452 
Twenty-fifth ............ pidilctnciceani aeimcatinansaineiatadiainstast 153 53 222 428 
Ae 5,122 | 2,182] 4,314] 11,618 
| 


In so far as the force of this particular item of testimony is 
alone considered, unaffected by the other evidence in the case, it 
would appear that the iniquity of the Republican managers dif- 
fered from that of the Democratic managers only in degree. 

Practically, indeed, that is the effect which we must give it. 
for it would be intolerable that we should apply one rule of con- 
struction to a set of facts as related to one side and refuse to ap- 
ply it to another, or that we should draw one inference from the 
3,727 votes thus cast for Butler and refuse to draw the same in- 
ference from the 1,845 votes thus cast for Horton. And sucha 
proceeding would be especially obnoxious in a proceeding like this. 

Yet I deem it my duty to say that not one word of testimony in 
the case, other than the examination of the ballots and the com- 
parison based thereon, throws the slightest suspicion on the con- 
duct of the contestant or of his political friends. It is also fair to 
say that plausible reasons can be given to sustain the theory that 
the casting of those 1,345 votes for Horton is consistent with hon- 
est conduct on the part of his friends. There is probably a mar- 
gin of error of from 10 to 15 per cent in the McBurney canvass. 
That is to say, there must necessarily be omissions of tke names 
of honest voters. There are not so many of the “not found’’ 
voters who appear to have voted the Republican ticket as might 
not be included in the margin of probable error. Such a theory 
is absolutely inapplicable to the enormous Democratic vote of the 
‘not found.”’ 

It may be that the contestant also had zealous and corrupt 
friends who, discerning that the opposition was engaged in a 
huge conspiracy to corrupt the polls, concluded to fight the devil 
with fire and did a little sporadic registration on their own ac- 
count. 

By asserting this position we may be doing the contestant an 
injustice; but, facing the facts as they have been fully and prop- 
erly set before us, we can not respond to them otherwise than to 
say that they deprive him, alike with the contestee, of the right 
to a seat in the House of Representatives. 

I do not care to detain the House longer. Here was a case in 
which a thousand witnesses were examined, in which more than 
2,000 pages of carefully taken testimony are printed. I could 


multiply example upon example to such an extent as would | 


horrify even my Democratic friends, presenting to the attention 
of the House election frauds such as we have never yet witnessed, 
so bold, so palpable, so impudent, so outrageous as to arrest and 
arouse the attention of all good people in the city of St. Louis. 

I desire to say here and now, as an antidote to what I said earlier 
in my remarks, that it was the arousing of the public spirit of the 
good people of the city of St. Louis that resulted in the prosecu- 
tion of this contest, in the unraveling of this tangled skein dis- 
closing these horrid facts, and presenting them at much cost of 
time and money to the attention of the American people. I 
might sketch this picture more fully. I have touched no more 
than fragments of the facts and the salient points in this case, 
and I do not intend to weary the House with this discussion. 

if my judgment is of any account here, if the House has any 
confidence in my sense of fairness and in my desire to do right 
equally with my brethren on the Democratic side and those on 
this side of the House, I want to repeat right here that of all the 
cases that have come to my attention since the beginning of my 
career down to this, the last election case that I will ever have the 
honor of presenting to this body, this out-Herods Herod, and is 
the most outrageous of all. 

I leave it to you, gentlemen of the House, to you gentlemen on 
the other side, who I doubt not will vote to a man to sustain the 
contestee in this case, to say where your duty lies; but I say our 
ditty as Representatives in this great body, charged by the Con- 
stitution with being judges of the election of its own members, is 
to emphasize by the strength and character of this vote that we 
are wholly out of sympathy with such methods. [Loud applause 
on the Republican side. } 

I move the previous question on the resolutions. 
The SPEAKER, The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
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Ohio that the previous question has already been ordered. The 
question is on agreeing to the substitute offered by the minority, 

Mr. BOWIE. Iask for the reading of the substitute resolu- 
tions. _ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That William M. Horton was not elected a member of the Fifty- 
seventh Congress from the Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri, and 
is not entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, That Tyee J. Butler was elected a member of the Fifty-seventh 
Congress from the Pwelfth Congressional district of Missouri, and is entitled 
to a seat therein. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute 
resolutions. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 


Se PER ST EET 






Mr. BOWIE. 


Division! 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 60; noes 90. 
Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 


Mr. BOWIE. 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 100, nays 136, an- 
swering ‘* present’’ 18; not voting 96, as follows: 


Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Ball, Tex. 
Bankhead, 
Bell, 
Benton, 
Bowie, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Brundidge, 
Burgess, 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Candler, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Cochran, 
Conry, 
Cowherd, 
Davey, La. 
De Armond, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Feely, 





Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Babcock, 
Ball, Del. 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Beidler, 
Bingham, 
Bishop, 
Blackburn, 
Bowersock, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
gromwell, 
Brown, 
Burk, Pa. 


Burke, 8S. Dak. 


Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cas sel, 
Conner, 
Coombs, 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Currier, 
Curtis, 
Dalzell, 
Darragh, 


Bartlett, 
Boutell, 
Burkett, 
Emerson, 
Evans, 


|} Acheson, 


Bates, 
Bellamy, 
‘limon t, 
Blakeney, 
Boreing, 
Broussard, 
Brownlow, 


} Bull, 


Caldwell, 


|} Connell, 


Cooney, 


| Cooper, Tex. 


Cooper, Wis. 


YEAS—100. 


I y, 
zgerald, 
I 


Tinley 
x4 
‘lemming, 
‘lood, 
‘oster, Il. 
tlenn, 
tordon, 

Griffith, 

Griggs, 

Hay, 

Hooker, 

Howard, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Johnson, 

Kehoe, 

Kern, 

Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Kleberg, 

Kluttz, 

Lamb, 

Lanham, 
Lassiter, 

Lester, 

Lewis, Ga. 


I 
I 
k 
( 
( 


Little, 
Livingston, 
Lloyd, 
McClellan, 
McCulloch, 
Mahoney, 
Maynard, 
Meyer, La. 
Mickey, 
Miers, Ind. 
Moon, 
Mutchler, 
Naphen, 
Neville, 
Newlands, 
Norton, 
Padgett, 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pou, 
Pugsley, 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Rhea, Va. 


Richardson, Tenn. 


tixey, 


NAYS—136, 


Davidson, 
Dayton, 





Draper, 
Driscoll, 
Eddy, 
Esch, 
Foerderer, 
Foss, 
F¢ ster, Vt. 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gibson, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass, 
Graff, 
.m, 
reene, Mass, 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Haskins, 
Heatwole, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 
Hildebrant, 
Hill, 
Hitt, 
Holliday, 
Howell, 





ANSWERED ‘ 


Fletcher, 
Green, Pa. 
Jenkins, 
Kahn, 
Metcalf, 





Hughes, 
rwin, 
Jack, 
Jones, Wash. 
Joy, 
Knapp, 
Ky le, 
uacey, 
Lawrence, 
Lessler, 
Lewis, Pa. 
Littlefield, 
Long, 
Lovering, 
McCall, 
McCleary, 
McLachlan, 
Mann, 
Martin, 
Mercer, 
Miller, 
Mondell, 
Moody, N.C. 
Morgan, 
Morris, 
Moss, 
Mudd, 
Needham, 
Nevin, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Palmer, 
Patterson, Pa. 


‘PRESENT ”—18. 


Moody, Oreg. 
Pierce, 
Powers, Me. 
Powers, Mass. 
Prince, 


NOT VOTING—%. 


Corliss, 
Creamer, 
Crowley, 


Crumpacker, 
Cushman, 
Dahle, 
Davis, Fla. 
De Graffenreid, 
Douglas, 
Edwards, 
Elliott, 
Fordney, 
Fowler, 

Fox, 


Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gilbert, 

Gill, 
Goldfogle, 
Gooch, 

Hall, 
Hanbury, 
Haugen, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
He xine, 
Hull, 
Jackson, Md. 


I demand the yeas and nays. 


Robinson, Ind. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Rucker, 

Ryan, 
Shackleford, 
Shafroth, 

Sims, 

Slayden, 

Small, 
Snodgrass 
Snook, 

Spight, 

Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 
Thomas, N 
Thomps } 
Underwoo 
Vandiver, 
Wiley, 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss, 
Zenor. 








Pearre, 

Ray, N. Y. 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 
Roberts, 
Scott, 
Shattuc, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, H.C 
Smith, S. W. 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Tongue, 

Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Warm clk, 
Watson, 
Woods. 


Richardson, Ala 


Jett, 

Jones, Va. 
Ketcham, 
Knox, 
Landis, 
Latimer, 
Lever, 
Lindsay, 
Littauer, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
McAndrew 8, 
McDermott, 
McLain, 


a ne ee 
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McRae, Robb, Sheppard, Talbert, 
Maddox, Robertson, La. Sherman, Taylor, Ala. 
Mahon, Rumple, Skiles, Thayer, 
Marshall, Ruppert, Smith, Tl. Tompkins, N. Y. 
Miner, Russell, Smith, Ky. Weeks, 

Morrell Scarborough, Smith, Wm. Alden Wheeler, 
Parker, Schirm, Sparkman, White, 

Payne, Selby, Steele, Wilson, 
Perkins, Shallenberger, Stevens, Minn. Wooten, 

Reid, Shelden, Storm, Young. 


So the substitute resolution was rejected. 

The following pairs were announced: 

For the session: 

Mr. MeTcaLF with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. Wricut with Mr. HA... 

Mr. BorEING with Mr. TRIMBLE. 

Mr. Kaun with Mr. BELMONT. 

Mr. MorRELL with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. 

Mr. FOWLER with Mr. McDERMoTT. 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 

Mr. EMERSON with Mr. GILBERT. 

Mr. SKILES with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. HAavuGEN with Mr. LEVER. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. SmirH of Kentucky. 

For this day: 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. BouTrELL with Mr. SELBY. 

Mr. CorLIss with Mr. Goocu. 

Mr. LAnpis with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

Mr. CONNELL with Mr. Davis of Florida. 

Mr. FoRDNEY with Mr. REIpD. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. BROUSSARD. 

Mr. Manon with Mr. Ross. 

Mr. PAYNE with Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. Wm. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. JETT. 

Mr. Powers of Maine with Mr. Fox. 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. Hitt with Mr. DouGHERTY. 

Mr. RusseLu with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana. 

Mr. KercHaM with Mr. BELLAMY. 

Mr. ScHTRM with Mr. LInpsay. 

Mr. RuMPLE with Mr. LATIMER. 

Mr. Mrvor with Mr. GOLDFOGLE 

Mr. HANBURY with Mr. ELLIOTT 

Mr. Gi. with Mr. Epwarps. 

Mr. Doveuas with Mr. CREAMER. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER with Mr. Jongs of Virginia. 

Mr. MARSHALL with Mr. McLain. 

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. HvuLu with Mr. ScaRBOROUGH. 

Mr. SHELDON with Mr. Tayior of Alabama. 

Mr. Storm with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. Tompkins of New York with Mr. WILson. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Moopy of Oregon with Mr. McANDREWS. 

Mr. PRINCE with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. Ricnarpsgy of Alabama. 

Mr. YounG with Mr. Cooney. 

Mr. Powers of Massachusetts with Mr. THAYER. 

Mr. Evans with Mr. Henry of Mississippi until June 28. 

Mr. BaTEs with Mr. McRae until June 28-30. 

Mr. Gaines of West Virginia with Mr. Garnrs of Tennessee | 
until June 29. 


Mr. CUSHMAN with Mr. WooTeEN until Monday. 
Mr. BuRKETT with Mr. SHALLENBERGER until June 28. 
Mr. WEEKS with Mr. SHEPPARD until June 30. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
to the majority resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 

ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint res- 


The question now is on agreeing | 





olution of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. J. Res. 6. 
prison-ship martyrs at Fort Greene, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the following titles: 

5. 3360. An act for the promotion of First. Lieut. Joseph M. 
Simms, Revenue-Cutter Service; 

S. 4611. An act to authorize the West Elizabeth and Dravos- 


Joint resolution in relation to monument to | 


burg Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge across 
the Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania; 

S. 5506. An act granting an increase of pension to Clayton P. 
van Houten; 

S. 5383. An act providing that the circuit court of appeals of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States shall hold at least 
one term of said court annually in the city of Atlanta, in the 
State of Georgia, on the ist Monday in October in each year. 

S. 3820. An act granting an increase of pension to Adelaide G. 
Hatch; 

S. 5856. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth A. 
Turner; and 
S. 1225. An act granting an increase of pension to Clara W. 
McNair. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 


A message from the President of the United States was com- 
municated to the House of Representatives by Mr. B. F. Barnzs, 
one of his secretaries, who informed the House of Representa- 
tives that the President had approved and signed bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

On June 27, 1902: 

H. R. 4636. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to adjust the accounts of Morgan’s Louisiana and Texas Railroad 
and Steamship Company for transporting the United States mails; 

H. R. 10299. An act authorizing the Santa Fe Pacific Railroad 
Company to sell or lease its railroad property and franchises, and 
for other purposes: 

H. R. 13204. An act to provide for refunding taxes paid upon 
legacies and bequests for uses of a religious, charitable, or edu- 
cational character, for the encouragement of art, and so forth, 
under the act of June 13, 1898, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 15004. An act to authorize the Minneapolis, Superior, St. 
Paul and Winnepeg Railway Company, of Minneapolis, to build 
and maintain a railway bridge across the Mississippi River. 

On June 28, 1902: 

H. R. 3442. An act to correct the record of John O’Brien; 

H. R. 9870. An act to correct the military record of Reinhard 
Schneider; and 

H. R. 13676. An act making appropriations for the support! of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, 
and for other purposes. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, bills of the Senate of the follow- 
ing titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to 
their appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 3560. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to promote 
the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by com- 
pelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip 
their cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes and 
their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved March 2, 1893, and amended April 1, 1896—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 5782. An act establishing a regular term of the United States 
district court in Lewisburg, W. Va.; 

S. 5914. An act establishing a regular term of the United States 
district court in Addison, W. Va; and 

S. 268. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to fix 
the salaries of deputy collectors of customs at the subports of 
Tacoma and Seattle, in the State of Washington, and repealing 
all laws inconsistent therewith—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

MILITIA. 

Mr. DICK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to renew my request for 
unanimous consent to have the bill (H. R. 11654) to promote the 
efficiency of the militia of the Army, taken up by the House, to 
be the continuing order until disposed of, not to interfere with 
conference reports or suspension of rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to make the bill (H. R. 11654), the militia bill, a continu- 
ing order after the disposition of the case just closed, not to inter- 
fere with conference reports or suspension of rules. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object 
to this request, I would like to state that this is a very important 
bill. If it is to be considered, it ought to be considered carefully 
and ought not to be considered hurriedly for the want of time. 
I have undertaken since yesterday to examine it and I desire to 
ask the gentleman from Ohio what length of time he proposes to 
devote to its consideration? 

Mr. DICK. That has not yet been determined. 

Mr. BARTLETT. In order to get unanimous consent, it ought 
to be understood how it is to be considered, whether amendments 
are to be permitted to be offered. It will not do to leave that to 


the determination of the majority of the House after an agree- 
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ment has been entered into for its consideration. I remember 
very well that the consideration of the bill to amend the bank- 
ruptcy law, which was passed here some days ago, was obtained 
by unanimous consent, and that it was rushed through with very 
small time allotted for a bill of that importance to debate and 
without opportunity given to offer amendments. For myself, I 
shall not consent to any more of what I consider important legis- 
lation and in which I feel an interest being set down for discus- 


sion or passage until I can know exactly what is going to be per- | 


mitted by those who desire toinvestigate and amend it, if necessary. 


Therefore I ask the gentleman from Ohio what pe he | 


makes or intends to make, with a view of having the bill consid- 
ered, what length of time is going to be given for its considera- 
tion, and what opportunity is going to be given for the purpose 
of amendment. It is a most important measure, as it proposes to 
reorganize altogether the militia in the different States. 

Mr. DICK. Mr. Speaker, I will say in reply to the gentleman 
that the bill was reported unanimously by the Committee on the 


Militia as long ago as March 20. The report has been very gen- | 


erally read and discussed by members of the House, and I assume 
when itcomes before the House for consideration the ordinary 
rules governing debate and the rule with reference to amend- 


ments will obtain. There will be no disposition to shut out either | 


debate or fair amendment. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, that is a very general state- | 
ment. Ofcourse, we know under the rules of the House we havea | 


right to debate it and amend it, provided the previous question is 

not called and the gentleman in charge of the bill has not the 

majority with him in demanding the previous question. I recall 

a like experience in regard to the bankruptcy bill, and I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its Reading 
Clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 12597. An act to accept, ratify, and confirm a proposed 
agreement submitted by the Kansas or Kaw Indians, of Okla- 
homa, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 11278. An act to pay F. Y. Ramsay, heir at law and dis- 
tributee of the late Joseph Ramsay, $430.42, for balance due the 
said Joseph Ramsay as collector of customs and superintendent 
of lights in the district of Plymouth, N. C.; 

H. R. 2487. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
S. Hosack; and 

H. R. 8209. An act for the relief of P. A. McClain. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 


amendments of the House to the bill (S. 3896) to amend section | 


3362 of the Revised Statutes relating to tobacco. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the | 


following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 8586) amending the act of 
March 2, 1901, entitled ‘‘An act to carry into effect the stipulations of Article 
VU of the treaty between the United States and Spain, concluded on the 10th 
day of December, 1898,”* the amendments of the Senate thereto, and the mes- 
sage of the Senate of March 11, 1902, disagreeing to the report of the commit- 
tee of conference thereon. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference: re- 
port on the bill (H. R. 14019) making appropriations for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for the ensuing year. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota, by direction 
of the Committee on Appropriations, calls up the District of Co- 
lumbia appropriation bill. Does the gentleman desire the report 
and statement to be both read. 

Mr. McCLEARY. I ask unanimous consent that the reading 
of the report, which has been printed in the REcorD, be omitted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent that the reading of the report be omitted and that 
the statement only be read. If there is no objection this course 
will be pursued. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, just a word. I would like toask 
the gentleman from Minnesota if there is anything in this bill 
regarding the license fees in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. McCLEARY. I would say to the gentleman that there is. 
_Mr. SULZER. _Is there a provision in this bill increasing the 
license fee in the District of Columbia from $400 a year to $800 a 
year? 

Mr. McCLEARY. There is. 

Mr. SULZER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objectionismade. The report and the state- 
ment will both be read. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me, I think he 
does not understand the request. The request is to dispense with 
the reading of the conference report and to let the statement be 
read. That is the usual request. 


| Mr.SULZER. I understand exactly what the gentleman asks, 
and so far as that provision in the bill is concerned, I am opposed 
to it. 

Mr.CANNON. Youwantitread? Well, you have that power. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk began the reading of the conference report. 

Mr. SULZER (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, I with- 
draw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is withdrawn, and the statement 
| only will be read, if there is no further objection. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk began the reading of the statement. 

Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that the 
statement was printed in this morning’s Recorp, I suggest that 
it will save valuable time if we omit the reading of the statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent also to dispense with the reading of the statement. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 
report. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for separate votes on 
amendments numbered 81, 110, and 232. 

Mr. McCLEARY. I raise the point of order that this is a con- 
ference report, and that such a request is not permissible. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is sustained. The re- 
port must be adopted as an entirety or voted down as an entirety. 

Mr. McCLEARY. I move that the report be adopted. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield to 
the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. McCLEARY. I yield. 

Mr. LACEY. Ishould like to have an explanation from the 
gentleman in regard to the tax of 6 per cent on the gross earnings 
of banks. It seems to me as though that was a very heavy tax, 
and I should like to hear it explained. 

Mr. McCLEARY. For the purpose of this explanation I yield 
to the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. CANNON], who has given the 
matter special attention, so mich time as the gentleman desires. 

Mr. CANNON. I should like five or ten minutes. 

Mr. McCLEARY. Iyield tothe gentleman from Illinois ten 
minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I can perhaps best answer the 
question of the gentleman from Iowa by making a statement of 
the conditions that surrounded the service in the District of Co- 
lumbia when this bill was originally passed. and also a statement 
of the amendments of the Senate, and the agreement of the con- 
ferees. 

Gentlemen, understand that for the current fiscal year, for the 
| service in the District of Columbia, one-half the money comes 
from the Treasury of the United States. and in theory the other 
half from the District revenues; but in fact very large advances, 
amounting to many hundreds of thousands of dollars, have had 
to be made to supply a deficiency in the District revenues. It 

vas found that under legislation of the last session of Congress 
the District fell short this year, and will fall short the coming 
fiscal year, by advances already provided for, to the amount of 
| $1,100,000, in paying its share, and that this $1,100,000 this year 
and the coming year were to be advanced from the Treasury of 
the United States to the District. There came a great demand 
for increased service in the District. 

The Committee on Appropriations under the organic law was 
confronted with this condition and with these estimates. It 
| commenced the preparation of its bill in December, expecting to 
report it before the holidays; but with this condition it deferred 
| consideration. It waited through December, January, February, 
and March for legislation. Through the public prints and by 
| announcement inspired from another body, and from the com- 
mittee that had legislative jurisdiction in another body, we wer: 
| led to infer that the proper committees would give legislation for 
an increase of taxation. We waited and waited and waited in vain, 
until finally, when it was patent that the Congress was to close 
| without any effort for legislation, the Committee on Appropria- 
tions reported this bill. It contained a provision cutting down 10 
per cent all the salaries of employees in the District, and by special 
rule we put on a provision providing the machinery to enforce the 
law of 1877, so that we could get tax revenues from personal 
property. 

You will recollect that that passed the House and went to the 
Senate. The Senate struck out that provision and put in its own 
personal-tax amendment, claiming that the law of 1877—which 
had never been enforced, and I will not say how or why—was 
| adequate and drastic, and declined to accede to the action of the 
| House. The Senate struck that out and substituted what they 
| call a personal-tax amendment. The House disagreed. I have 
' been on a good many conferences, but that was the most annoying 
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one I ever sat upon, because it provided not only the appropria- 
tion for the service, but it provided for this new taxation, and 
the butcher and the baker and the candlestick maker, and the 
saloon men and the capitalists and the banker and the broker, all 
of them, objected. The only trouble we had was the necessity of 
raising more money from the District and to find somebody in the 
District or out of the District that would pay any of it. Get the 
money and nobody to pay it, that was our trouble. 

In the judgment of your committee, the conferees on the part 
of the House, the Senate bill did not raise enough money. We 
needed more, and after a long conference we got something of a 
concession, the best we could do. We calculate that safely the 
increase from personal taxation alone will amount to $500,000. 
The Senate conferees claim from $600,000 to $700,000, but I never 
like to guess a thing too high. If I am deceived I would rather 
be agreeably deceived when the pudding is cut open and we eat 
it. [Laughter.] But we think it will safely provide $500,000 in 
addition to what has been heretofore gathered under existing 
law. 

In addition to that a new assessment has been made on the real 
estate in the District. 
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The real estate has been valued at 65 per | 


cent of its actual value under the new assessment, and it seems | 


patent that it will yield at least a million dollars more revenue. 
The Senate conferees claim that it will yield twelve hundred 
thousand dollars more, but I think I can safely say a million; so 
that the two together, $500,000 imcrease from licenses and the 
personal tax, and the million dollars increase from real estate 
gives us a million and a half that we can safely count upon. 
Now, one other thing. Much protest was made. The license 
tax to the saloons in the District of Columbia was $400. That is 
the law as it is now, and the law up to the time this report is 
adopted, if itis adopted The Senate provision increased it to 
S800, and the House agrees after considerable investigation. We 
had but one thing in view and one thing only, and that was 
what would yield the most revenue, In many citiesin Hlinois. 
little cities that I know of, we do not lose any saloons at $800. I 
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Mr. LACEY. 


Mr. Speaker 
Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman allow me just a moment? 
Mr. CANNON. I yield first to the gentleman from Iowa. 


Mr. LACEY. I would ask the gentleman if there is not some 
danger under this bill proposed as to the whole tax being declared 
unconstitutional? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I think not. 

Mr. LACEY. In other words, let me explain the point. It is 
proposed to tax national banks 6 per cent on the gross earnings, 
and tax savings banks 14 per cent of their net earnings. Thus 
making it four times as much as the other. Is there not that 
danger? 

Mr. CANNON. In my judgment, no; because they are differ- 
ent institutions, and Congress has plenary power in matters of 
taxation in the District. 

Mr. HILL. It is done in every State. 

Mr. CANNON. It is done in every State now. 

Mr. SULZER. I would like to ask the gentleman if there is 
any provision in this bill giving double taxes, except upon the 


| license of the saloons of the District? 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Any other taxes? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I will tell the gentleman, where the sa- 
loons paid $400 under existing law, this taxes them $800. The 
banks did not pay a cent under existing law, and this taxes them 
6 per cent on the gross earnings. We double the saloons. 

Mr. SULZER. You did not double the banks. 

Mr. CANNON. We took a unit that did not exist and multi- 
plied by 6 as to the banks. Now, then, I want to say in conclu- 
sion that that was the best results we could get. If there is any 
gentleman in this House who thinks it is an easy job to make, or 
help make, a revenue bill for the District of Columbia let him try 
it. I do not envy the legislative committees on the District of 
Columbia of the House and Senate their job, now or in the future. 
If it is not good legislation, when we meet again it will be quite 


| in the power of those committees, charged with that duty, to 


know of a town with less than 20,000 inhabitants where there are | 
40 saloons and have been for a decade, increasing one or two | 


every year. We came to the conclusion that $800 iicense for a 
saloon would yield more revenue than any other sum we could 
fix itat. Of course there was much protest. 

After we disposed of that we substantially took the present law 
and continued it as to callings, although there are a few occupa- 
tions not on the statute book, some from a police standpoint and 
others from a change in population, in the last thirty years that 
seemed to indicate that they ought to be puton. Then we in- 
creased the tax for wholesalers—that is, grocerymen who sell by 
the quart, gallon, demijohn, etc., up to $50. 

In addition to that we have a law now that levies 4 per cent on 
the gross earnings of traction companies. We continued that. 
There was much protest as to that. One traction company is 
making good dividends and another traction company with be- 
tween two and three hundred miles of road allege that they barely 
make operating expenses. We found itat4 percent and we leave 
it at 4 per cent. 

Then we put 5 per cent on the gas companies, upon the gross 
earnings. 
lation is a compromise, and so we put it at 5. That will yield 
considerable increase m revenue. Now, when we came to banks 
and trust comy 
have paid any taxes in this District, practically none, except 
where they own real estate. Perhaps if the machinery had not 
dropped out they would have paid taxes, but in fact they have 
not paid any. The Senate proposed to continue the tax on real 
estate, and that is left undisturbed. The Senate then proposed 
to tax the gross receipts of the banks and trust companies 4 per 
cent, which would yield not less than $60,000. 

There are four trust companies with between four and five 
million dollars capital, and then the banks with a large capital, 
many of them witha very large surplus, all of them, I presume, 
making profits. The stock of some is worth seven or eight hun- 
dred per cent. The trust companies are worth between two and 
three hundred per cent, and I suppose on an average the stock of 
the trust companies would be in the vicinity of 200. Now, this 
4 per cent is on the gross receipts of these institutions, and all the 
taxes that they would have to pay in the aggregate would yield 
$60,000. I do not recollect the aggregate of the capitalization. 

Now, then, it was proposed in lieu of that to tax the capital 
stock of these institutions at par plus surplus, plus undivided 
profits, and then to take two-thirds of the sum and put if upon 
the capital stock and then assess them 1} per cent. 
have yielded something over $100,000. Six per cent that the 


Honse insisted upon, one or the other proposition, yields $90,000, 
instead of the $60,000 of the Senate proposition. Under this, gen- 
tlemen, there will be something under $100,000 taxes upon the 
capital and surplus of the banks and trust companies. 


give as something better. But we waited from December until 
March, and there were no signs of anything coming, and this was 
the last chance. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I was not here when the gentleman be- 
gan his statement, and I want to know what the general proposi- 
tion is in regard to taxation of moneys and credits? 

Mr. CANNON. No tax at all. Moneys are not taxed; choses 
in action are not taxed, and for this reason 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I donot care to hear the reasons. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill say to my friend why itis. The House 





| conferees were in favor of taxing them, but 1t was urged with 


My judgment is we might as well put 6. but all legis- | 


great force that it would only be the man that would bring his 
strong box, his notes, and his money and have it listed that would 
pay, and that the great bulk of it would escape taxation, and so 
forth and so forth; and the House conferees were compelled to 
admit that there was much of truth in that contention; and, fin- 
ally, when we came to the last resort, there was nothing placed 
on choses in action as such. 

Now, then, one other matter. It is proper for me to state to 
the House what, in my judgment, this bill accomplishes in the 
shape of revenues. The estimated revenues under existing law 
are $3,700,000. That is safe. The estimated increase on real 


estate by revision, $1,000,000, was assured by everybody, includ- 


sanies we found this condition, that they never | 


| revenue from personal tax and from this increase, $500,000. 


j 


ing the assessor and the Senate Committee and everybody that 
has appeared before the committee on this subject, and some of 
them say $200,000 more. But we putita million. The probable 
That 
would make a total of $5,250,000. 

Now the liabilities under the bill that we report would amount, 
chargeable in the District appropriation act, to $4,212,000 in 
round numbers, half from the District fund. Amount appro- 
priated in the sundry civil and legislative bills, $164,000; the 
amount required to reimburse the United States for advances 
during the year 1902, $980,000. One-half of the appropriation 


| made in the sundry civil bill and for municipal building, $300,000; 


That would | 


one-half of the cost of highway bridge, $244,000, making a total 
of $5,201,000, that has come from the Treasury in the coming year. 

Now, then, if you will take that from $5,250,000, the usual 
revenue, it leaves $218,000. 

Now, then, I want to say one thing further. The demands on 
the District for 1904 will, in my judgment, exceed those that will 
have to be met in the coming fiscal year. The same or a greater 
amount will be required to reimburse the United States for ad- 
vances, and a larger sum will probably be required on account 
of the municipal building, if that work is to be properly prose- 
cuted, for this bill provides only for buying the lot. The sums 
carried by the sundry civil bill and the legislative appropriation 
bill can not be reduced. If the railroad terminal bill is enacted, 
it will entail an ultimate expense of several million dollars and 
a large fixed annual charge on the revenues of the District for 
years to come, 
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This revenue bill does not reckon with that proposition or with | 


that problem, nor does it reckon with a very large expenditure 
for the municipal building, nor does it reckon with the reclama- 
tion of the eastern flats,and a great many other things. But it is 


sufficient in the judgment of this committee to carry on the pub- | 


lic service with some reasonable addition thereto for the next 
year, and so on. 

I have no pride in this provision. It is the best we could do. 
It was not a labor of love, but of necessity; and I venture here 
the hope that the proper legislative committees of the Senate and 
the House on the District of Columbia will promptly at the next 
session of Congress shoulder this burden and see whether some 
better provisions can not be adopted than are embraced in this 
conference report. 

Mr. McCLEary rose. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I would like to occupy a little time. 

Mr. McCLEARY. I yield the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the unani- 
mous vote of the House District Committee to oppose certain 
provisions of this conference report, or rather Senate amend- 


gentleman from Illinois has addressed the House, but to certain 


specific items of legislation to which I desire at this time to call | 


the attention of the gentleman who has charge of the bill—items 
which I think when he thoroughly understands them he will not 
approve. 

Under the rules of the House it is impossible to secure a sepa- 
rate vote on any particular amendment; and while I do not want 


to oppose the adoption of the conference report, I do think that | 


this matter ought to be put in shape so that the House may ex- 


understood, will not be approved by the House. 

Now, the first item is amendment No. 81. I donot believe that 
the conferees understood this, or they certainly would never have 
agreed to it. When we passed last year the bill, approved Feb- 
ruary 12, 1901, public 49, we provided that on the new highway 


= =~ 

1997 
repeal this act so as to permit any other company to cross the 
bridge. 

Mr. CANNON. The best way is to thrash this out right here 
and now. Why does not the gentleman read the existing law 
and then read the amendment passed in view of that law? If he 
will do so, he will find that the provision embraced in this report 
retains all the good that has already been enacted in the terminal 
legislation and adds thereto. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman state why it is necessary 
to reenact the present statute, striking out that clause reserving 
the control to Congress of prescribing the terms on which other 
railroad companies may use this bridge and giving the control of 
that question to the railroad at present occupying the bridge? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to refer to amendment 101. 

Mr. McCLEARY. Does not your bill give this railroad com- 
pany the exclusive right? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, sir. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask the gentleman to yield mea little more 


| time. 
ments, which relate, not particularly to the subject on which the | 


Mr. McCLEARY. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I have read the provision of 
the existing law. The chairman now has that act in his hand. 


| It provides that other street railway companies may cross this 
| bridge upon terms and regulations to be prescribed by Congress. 


Now, I want to call attention to amendment No.101. Very re- 


| cently the House has passed on what is known as the telephone 


bill, for the purpose of putting the overhead wires underground 
and for the general development of the telephone system, looking 


| to the interest of the company and to that of the public as well. 
press itself on certain matters of legislation, which I think, when | 


That provision was carefully guarded, providing that these wires 


| should be put underground, under the direction of the Commis- 


bridge to be constructed in lieu of the Long Bridge, the present | 
street railway company should have the right to change its tracks | 
and cross over the new bridge instead of the Long Bridge, and 

Congress provided that the company should pay one-half a cent | 


per head for all passengers going over the bridge, and it adopted 
this provision: 
The said bridge shall be for public traffic, and all street railroads chartered 


or that may hereafter be chartered by Congress shall have the right to cross 
said bridge on such terms as may be prescribed by Congress. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, it is proposed in this report to reenact this 


sioners. And I want to say, as I understand, that the company 
is about to expend $1,000,000 in that work. We are here pre- 
sented now with a Senate amendment which provides that these 
electric-light wires may be strung overhead as the company may 
see fit outside of the fire limits of the District of Columbia. 
Now, under a law of Congress the electric-lighting companies in 
the District of Columbia are obliged to put their wires under- 
ground. It is right that a distinction should be drawn between 
the electric wires and the telephone wires, from the fact that 


| during the past few years eight persons in the District of Colum- 


old law, now on the statute books, with the change that there is | 


given to this railroad company the right to the use of this bridge, 
and no other railroad company can cross it without their consent. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I would like to hear the gentleman’s expla- 
nation. I have the law right here. 

in other words, Congress by this amendment has given entire 


bia have lost their lives by coming into contact with live electric 
wires. Now, this report proposes to grant, without such legisla- 
tive restrictions as should be provided, the right to string these 
electric wires overhead. 

The Commissioners tell me to-day that for more than eighteen 
months—for more than a year and a half—these companies have 


| persistently refused, or at least they have failed, to put a single 


wire underground in the District of Columbia, and the only ex- 
cuse they offer for not doing so is that they have not the money 


| with which to do it. 


control of the use of this bridge by any other railways which may | 


hereafter desire to enter the city to the company which crosses on 
the bridge at the present time. 
good legislation? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It gives that company a monopoly? 

Mr. BABCOCK, Yes; an entire monopoly. Now, I will read 
the amendment to show wherein it differs from the existing law 
as [ have read it. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman totally misconceives; this 
amendment does not do what he states. 

Mr. BABCOCK. It certainly does, if I can understand the 
English language. The language is— 

Provided, That all street railroads chartered—— 


Mr. CANNON. From what is the gentleman reading? 

Mr. BABCOCK, Amendment No. 81. 

aoe oc Well, let us read the original law which is 
amended. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I have read it. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; let the gentleman go on. 

Mr. BABCOCK (cuntinalh: 

That all street railroads chartered, or that may hereafter be chartered by 


Congress, shall have the right to cross such bridge upon terms mutually 
agreed upon with the Washington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Railway 


Company, 

Now, the present law says that they shall have the right to 
cross the bridge under rules and regulations provided by Con- 
gress. The amendment says that this may be done upon terms 
to be agreed upon with the Washington, Alexandria and Mount 
Vernon Railway. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is the existing company? 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is the existing company which now 


I appeal to the House, is this | 


uses the Long Bridge to enter the city. That provision excludes | 
every other company and takes away from Congress the right to ' 


Mr. McCLEARY. Let me ask the gentleman whether the 
Commissioners did not recommend this provision we have in- 
serted? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I donot know what they have recommended 
to your committee. Iknow the situation of the legislation in the 
District Committee, and I want to state that I, as its chairman, 
was specifically instructed by the unanimous vote of that coin- 
mittee to advise the House of the objections of the committee to 
this provision. 

Mr. CANNON. 
my hand 

Mr. BABCOCK. I hope my friend will not use my time. 

Mr. CANNON. I think my friend will yield tome. I simply 
want to get at the facts. I hold in my hand a joint resolution 
relative to electric-lighting wires west of Rock Creek: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized to issue per- 
mits to existing electric-lighting companies in the District of Columbia for 
an extension of existing overhead electric-light wires outside of the fire 
limits and west of Rock Creek to be used for lighting purposes only. 

Now, then, that was in 1898, and the gentleman’s committee 
was the contmittee that dealt with it. That is west of Rock 
Creek. Now, then, east of Rock Creek outside of the limits this 

rovision here gives them exactly the same right and no more, 
Teoma when you get outside of the fire limits east of Rock Creek 
it is practically impossible to have at least for a decade or many 
decades conduits built, and the people want that service, and we 
followed the example of the gentleman and his committee in giv- 
ing outside of the fire limits east of Rock Creek what they had the 
right to do outside of the fire limits west of Rock Creek—a Senate 
amendment—and the House agreed to it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman is mis- 
taken in reference to any error being made by the District Com- 
mittee. 


Now, if my friend will allow me,I hold in 
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Mr. CANNON. There is the law. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes; there is the law. 
the law, but there is a great deal of law on the statute books that 
is not there by the consent of the District Committee. 

Mr. CANNON. It is an act passed standing by itself. 
not have come from any other committee. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, in reference to that, I 
will say the District Committee has not had one demand for this 
legislation or a request from citizens of the District of Columbia 
showing the necessity of these overhead wires; but, on the other 
hand, we have had many protests, unless this legislation could be 
surrounded by safeguards that would in the end lead to their go- 
ing under ground. 

Now, in reference to the present law west of Rock Creek. That 
was to supply a country practically outside of the city, what is 
known as Cleveland Park, and through additions to the city there 
where it was impossible to construct any underground conduit, 
for the streets had not even been graded at that time. Iam sorry 
that I have not more time. I do not want to take the time of the 
House, but there are numerous things in these amendments and 
this bill that ought to be considered on their own merits, and it 
seems under the rules that this conference report must either be 
defeated or that we must accept it as a whole; and where such a 


piece of legislation as the one I have just called attention to grant- | 
ing the right to a railroad company to a bridge, to the exclusion | 


of all other companies, simply a repetition of legislation that is 
on the statute books to-day, except inserting the words ‘‘ the 
street railroad company’’ instead of Congress—they have the 
power, not us—is proposed, it would seem to me that it would 
be wise that this report should be defeated and sent back to the 


conferees; and if I could secure the time necessary I could call | 


the attention of the House to legislative amendment after legis- 
lative amendment that would certainly appear to be far from 
good, sound, public policy to pass. 

Now, in this I do not refer to tax matters. Perhaps those can 


be criticised or approved from all sides; but I refer especially to | 


legislative matters that have nothing whatever to do with the 
subject that has given the gentleman so much trouble. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, in order that there may be no 
appearance even of a desire to crowd the gentleman unneces- 
sarily, I yield to him five minutes more, if he desires the time, to 
make such further statement as he desires. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker,I will yield that five minutes to 
my colleague from Maryland [Mr. PEARRE]. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, I can not add anything to that 
which has been so well said by the chairman of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, except to say in a general way that it 
is the unanimous contention of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia that an unnecessary and unjustifiable infringement on 


its function has been made by the Committee on Appropriations, | 
and especially by the subcommittee which is in charge of appro- | 
This bill is filled with | 


priations for the District of Columbia. 
legislation which must be immature, by the very nature of things, 
and which must have been very immaturely considered. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is the legislation approved or disapproved by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia? 

Mr. BABCOCK. It is unanimously disapproved. 

Mr. PEARRE. It is disapproved, and a large part of it spe- 
cifically disapproved, after having been presented one section after 


the other to the Committee on the District of Columbia. ‘3 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a ques- | 


tion? 

Mr. PEARRE. Yes. 

Mr. SULZER. I just wanted to know how it comes that the 
functions of the District of Columbia Committee have been 
usurped by the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. PEARRE. That is a question to which we desire an an- 
swer ourselves, and it is impossible for me to answer the question 
of the gentleman from New York. I simply desire to say this, 
that there has been a general understanding between the two 


committees that the Committee on the District of Columbia shall | 


not appropriate, and the Committee on the District of Columbia 
does not appropriate, and time and time again has it occurred in 


the history of this House within my short connection with it that | 


bills which have been brought in here by the District of Colum- 
bia Committee bearing appropriations have been defeated on that 
very account, and the matter then referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations by the request distinctly of the gentlemen con- 
nected with the Committee on Appropriations. 

A like agreement has been made by the Committee on Appro- 
priations, so I am informed and have always understood, that 
that committee will not attempt to legislate, but that the legisla- 
tive function shall be exercised by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. This seems to be an eminently fair and proper di- 


vision of the respective functions of the two committees. .. 
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Now, with these general remarks bearing upon that general 
subject, I desire, in the very short time which has been yielded 
| to me, to call the attention of the House to paragraph 39 of amend- 
| ment 233, which strikes me, I respectfully submit, as one of the 
most remarkable propositions that has ever been attempted to be 
embodied in legislation. This section provides for the licensing 
| of billposters, and it says: 

Par. 39. That billposters and persons engaged in the business of painting 
or placing signs or advertisements on land, buildings, billboards, fences, or 
other structures in the District or Columbia visible from a street or other 
| public space shall pay an annual tax of $20 before engaging in said business. 

I believe that thus far it is the legislation of to-day, the law as 
it now exists. But further it says: 

No person shall place, exhibit, maintain, or continue any advertisement or 
poster except upon such land, houses, buildings, billboards, fences, or other 
structures as the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may, in their 
discretion, authorize in writing for that purpose. 

That strikes me as a remarkable power to place in the hands of 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. This does not 
| involve any question of immoral or obscene publications or post- 
ers, because that subject is well and fully and entirely and com- 
prehensively regulated by the statute which already exists. That 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia should be able to 
prevent me or any gentleman in this House who may own prop- 
erty in the District, or any citizen of the District of Columbia 





| from using his property as he sees fit by renting it for the pur- 
| pose of having billboards erected upon it, upon which perfectly 
|} moral and proper and decent advertisements may be placed, 
| strikes me as placing in the hands of the District Commissioners 
| @ power which is absolutely unnecessary for any public purpose, 
which is an infringement upon the sacred rights of property to 
which every citizen is entitled under the Constitution and laws 
of the United States. 
| But it is not satisfied with that, sir. It goes further, and says 
that they must not only have the consent of the Commissioners 
| of the District, but that— 

The said written authority shall only be granted in resident streets upon 
per yy made in writing and signed by a majority of the residents on the 
| side of the square in which said display is to be made and also the side of the 
| confronting square. 

Contemplate the proposition. John Jones owns a lot ona resi- 
dence street. <A part of it is built up and a part of it is not built 
up, on that particular square. He not only has to secure the con- 
sent of the Commissioners before he can use that vacant lot—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PEARRE. [ask for five minutes more. 

Mr. McCLEARY. How much time have I remaining, Mr. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty-one minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. McCLEARY. I yield to the gentleman three minutes. 

Mr. PEARRE. The proposition, therefore, is this: That a man 
who has a vacant lot on a residence street, on a residence square, 
which is partially built up on one side and perhaps not built up 
at all on the side confronting the vacant lot where he has his piece 
of land, not only can not rent that property to a billposter for the 
erection of billboards upon which posters are to be pasted without 
| the consent of the Commissioners, but he must have the consent 
| in writing of a majority of the residents of that block, and not 
only on the side on which his vacant lot is situated, but on the 
side confronting him. 

I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, that that provision can be sus- 
tained in the courts, for the simple reason that it is a deprivation 
of property which may, in the judgment either of the Commis- 
sioners or of the residents on the block, permit them practically 
to confiscate the property of the citizen. 

As I said before, this does not involve any question of obscen- 
ity or immorality. Of course if it did, then it would be a proper 
police regulation, and not only should it be prohibited by the 
| Commissioners themselves, but there should be a statute impos- 
| ing a penalty for it, which there is; so that without such pro- 
| vision, this piece of legislation which the Committee on Appro- 

»riations go out of their way to put into this bill, the public w« yuld 
be protected from any infringement or imposition upon the 
morals of the people in any way. 

Now, sir, if the residents on those blocks, the majority of them, 
choose to object to John Smith renting his property, which he de- 
sires for the time being to keep vacant, waiting, perhaps, for an 
increase in the value of it, or perhaps not yet ale to build, this 
will not permit him to have a billboard erected to advertise 
| things that are perfectly proper and decent unless he gets the con- 
| sent both of the Commissioners and of the majority of the neigh- 

bors. I grant you that the public ought to be protected against 
obscenity and protected against anything like an improper or 1n- 
decent advertisement or poster, but this does not involve that 
question; and it is an improper infringement upon the inalienable 
rights of citizens, I respectfully submit. 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems necessary in order to meet this, 
which is a very important matter, we have got to vote down the 
whole conference report, and I now desire to make a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit one question? 
Under this provision, do I understand you to say that a property 
owner can not lease his property for a legitimate purpose unless 
he gets the consent of the property owners of the property next 
him? 

Mr. PEARRE. Exactly so. 

Mr. NEVIN. It is not the owners, but the residents. 

Mr. PEARRE. They may not rent the property. Now a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PEARRE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PEARRE. Will it be in order before a vote is taken upon 
this motion to move to refer this bill again to the conferees with 
instructions? * 


The SPEAKER. That would be in this case impossible, since | 


the Senate has agreed to the report and their conferees are thereby 
discharged. The remedy is to vote the conference report up or 


down. If the report is voted down, consideration of the amend- | 


ments will be in order. 

Mr. PEARRE. Is it contrary to the rule? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks under the practice that it 
is. The question is on agreeing to the conference report. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, I promised to yield the gen- 
tleman from New York five minutes. 

Mr.SULZER. Mr. Speaker, this isa matter of much moment, 
and I agree substantially with the remarks and criticisms of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Bascock] and the gentleman 
from Maryland [ Mr. PEARRE] in regard to this conference report. 
It should be voted down, so that the House can vote on each 
amendment. I protest against its adoption in toto now, and I 
send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read in my time a letter 
from Col. Louis Schade, the veteran editor of the Washington 
Sentinel. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





WASHINGTON, D. C., June 28, 1902. 
Hon. WILLIAM SULZER, 


House of Representatives. 

DEAR Sir: Recognizing the fact that you have always been a stanch ad- 
vocate of personal liberty and of liberal government, I sone! to you in be- 
half of the licensed liquor dealers of the District of Columbia to oppose the 
adoption of that section in the District appropriation bill which increases 
the excise license from $400 to $800 a year. 

The adoption of this section would destroy and bankrupt a large number 
of worthy people whose licensed places are patronized entirely by the labor- 
ing people, who for the most part drink only beer and ale, and the result 
would be that instead of increasing the revenues of the District, as claimed, 
it would decrease the revenues and virtually place the industry in the hands 
of a few, giving them a monopoly. 

It isa well-known fact that business is dead here six months in the year, 
that the city of Washington is not a manufacturing city, and that a $400 
license fee here is harder for the retail dealer to pay than $1,200 in Philadel- 
phia or ay of the larger cities, where the business is better and the hours 
under the law to keep open longer. 


The majority of the saloons in the District at the present time are mort- 
half of the saloons in two years will be compelled to go into the hands of 
receivers. 

The conditions of the liquor traffic in this city are different from those in 
other places. The dealers here pride themselves in being able to say that 
‘nowhere in the United States are taverns conducted in such a quiet and re- 
spectable manner.” You stand for equal rights. Now is the time to again 
prove your steadfast Democracy. 

I sincerely trust you will impress on your colleagues the injustice and 
the hardship which will surely follow if this clause is enacted into law. 


Very respectfully, 
LOUIS F. SCHADE, 
Editor of the Washington Sentinel. 

_ Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, that letter speaks for itself. It 
is from a distinguished man who has been a true friend of liberty 
all his life. It needs no comment. In my opinion, the increased 
license fee for saloons in the District of Columbia from $400 a 
year to $800 a year is uncalled for, excessive, and exorbitant. It 
will surely defeat the object you desire, and will decrease instead 
of increase revenue. The license fee in the city of New York is 
only $800, and the restrictions there are much more liberal than 
here. I am not a crank on this matter. I simply want to be 
just, and honest, and fair. I am now, always have been, and al- 
ways expect to be in favor of a fair and reasonable excise law. I 
im opposed to oppression in all matters and at all times. 
_ Here in the District of Columbia, as this editor of the Wash- 
ington Sentinel most truly says, for six months of the year busi- 
hess 18 practically at a standstill. During that period very little 
business is done, and if this amendment is adopted it will have 
the effect of closing up the poor man’s club, while it will leave 
open the rich man’s saloon. It will give a monopoly to the rich 
saloonkeeper and destroy the business of the poor man. 

I am opposed to this discrimination; I am against this legisla- 
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tion for monopoly; it is unjust. 
report voted down, so that the members of this House can get an 


I want to see this conference 


opportunity to have a separate vote on this question. 
fanatic and no hypocrite. 
for fair play. 
rights to all. 

Gentlemen, the thing to do at this time is to vote down this 
conference report; vote it down and give every member of this 
House an opportunity to vote on each of these disputed amend- 
ments according to his light and the dictates of his conscience. 
That will be right and honest and fair. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
began his oration by appealing for sympathy; appealing for sym- 
pathy and telling us about the hard work he has been doing, all 
his troubles and woes, to get an agreement on this bill. Sympa- 
thy, indeed! 

Mr. CANNON. I do not seem to have gotten it. 
| Mr.SOLZER. He takes upon himself all the burdens of the 
| Government and assumes to know everything about everything 

in this country from the habits of salmon in Alaska [laughter] to 
the woes and the wants ef every individual in the District of 
Columbia. From ocean to ocean and from Baffin Bay to the 
Isthmus of Darien he knows it all. Sympathy,indeed! A legis- 
lator with all these cares and woes and responsibilities sorely 
needs our sympathy, and we should commiserate with him. 
Wonderful man, this distinguished statesman from Illinois! He 
can tell you more in a minute about the past, the present, and the 
future than an Egyptian astrologer in the palmy days of Pharaoh. 
[Laughter and oareee) ; 

When I think of it all and look upon him I am reminded of 
what Goldsmith said of his celebrated parson in the Deserted 
Village, and, to slightly paraphrase that stanza, I will say: 


In arguing, too, dear Uncle Joe ne’er forgot his skill, 
For e’en though vanquished he could argue still; 
While words of learned length and thundering sound 
Amazed the gaping statesmen ranged around; 

And still they gazed, and still the wonder grew 

That one small head could carry all he knew. 


[Laughter and applause. } 

But, gentlemen, we all love him and we all sympathize with 
him. He has too much to do, too many cares of state, and he is 
getting along in the sere and yellow leaf. So, under all the cir- 
cumstances, I sympathize with him, and, for one, I am not dis- 
posed to burden this great statesman from [linois with this 
immense responsibility unnecessarily. [Laughter.] He has 
taken from the District of Columbia Committee their bill. 

Why did he do it? He did it against the protest of every mem- 
ber of that committee; and if he has been able to take away their 
work and their bill this year, perhaps next year he will march 
into the Military Affairs Committee room and take away the mili- 
tary appropriation bill, and the year after, God sparing him, the 
| naval appropriation bill, and so on ad infinitum, until finally this 
| great statesman will be doing all the work of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and on every bill on every day pleading for sympathy. 

Now, my friends, let us vote down this report, and relieve the 
_ gentleman from Illinois from further burdens and further respon- 
[Laughter and applause. | 
Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, of the various objections that 


I am no 
Tam willing to stand up and lc counted 
1 am willing to go on record for justice and equa) 








| have been raised to the passage of this bill, I think the House re- 


gards but one of them as possibly serious. 

The House is not very much concerned about these billposters. 
They are practicing an honorable calling; but they are not al- 
ways careful of the feelings of the public in the location of their 
billboards. In any community a nuisance is held to be within 
the control of the people immediately in interest. 

Mr. WACHTER. Is that a nuisance? 

Mr. McCLEARY. Itis a nuisance in certain places in this 
city, places of beauty being made unsightly, and every one in 
this room indorses what I say. 

Now, as to the Committee on Appropriations taking jurisdiction 
of legislative matters, I want to read a little chronology. The 
committee was appointed on December 10, and on December 11—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption 
right there? There has been no criticism in the line of appropri- 
ation because that was done under the order of the House. It is 
merely a matter of legislation. The gentleman will concede that 
the Senate was not warranted in putting this on the bill. 

Mr. McCLEARY. I am glad that the gentleman exonerates 
the committee from doing anything wrong in assuming those 
legislative functions. It assumed the duty of legislation under 


the order of the House, and it has tried to perform that duty. 
The only objection of importance raised by these various gen- 
tlemen is the one raised by the gentleman from Wisconsin | Mr. 
BaBcock] as to the use of the proposed trans-Potomac bridge by 
the electric railway company. 
Now, my friend is usually so fair that Iam surprised that in 
the reading of the law a short time ago he stopped just where he 
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did. 
ing law—relating to the bridge in question. 


Let me read the law to which my friend refers—the exist- 
It reads thus: 

Said bridge shall be for highway traffic and all street railroads chartered, 
or that may be hereafter chartered by Congress, shall have the right to 
cross said bridge on such terms as may be prescribed by Congress. 


Now, my friend read to that point and then stopped. Why 


did-he not read on? Let me read the rest of it: 


Provided, That the Washington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Railroad 
Company now using Long Bridge shall be permitted with the approval of 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to change its location so as to | 


cross the highway bridge herein provided for. 


Now, that act gave tothe Washington, Alexandria and Mount 


Vernon Railway, by name, the right to the occupation of that | 


bridge. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The act specifically provides 

Mr. McCLEARY. 
that company, by name, the right to use that bridge. The gentle- 
man noted the fact that in the pending bill we have designated 
this company by name. We did so perforce, because the com- 
pany is named in the existing law. 

Now; let me read the provision of the pending bill: 

Provided, That all street railways chartered, or that may be hereafter 
chart d by Congress, shall have the right to cross said bridge upon terms 
ynutually agreed upon with the Washington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon 
Railway Company 








So far my friend read, and then stopped. Let me read on: 

or, in case of a disagreement, upon terms determined by the supreme court 
of the District of Colymbia, which is authorized and directed to give hear- 
ings to the interested parties, and fix the terms of joint traffic. 


In other words, the law as it stands gives to that company, by | " 
| House conferees? 


name, the use of the bridge, and the law as we amend it gives all 


I understand, but the existing law gives | 
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other companies the same right of occupancy on terms to be mu- | 


tually agreed on. If they can not agree on the terms, the terms 


| proceedings of June 


are to be determined by the supreme court of the District of Co- | 


lumbia. That is all there is of it. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman state tothe House what 
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RETURN OF A BILL TO THE SENATE, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the request 
of the Senate for the return of House bill 8586, amending the act 
of March 2, 1901, tocarry into effect the stipulations of Article VIJ 


| . vrs ’ a : 
| of the treaty between the United States and Spain, concluded De- 


cember 10, 1898. Is there objection to this request? 


Mr. BARTLETT. Has the House acted on that bill? There 


| was one bill which passed the House on the subject referred to. 


The SPEAKER. 
which the gentleman refers. 
will be returned as requested. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. FOSS. I call up the conference report on the naval appro- 
priation bill, and ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
report be dispensed with and that the statement of the House con- 
ferees be read. 

The SPEAKER, Is there any objection? 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois whether* there is a pro- 
vision in the bill, or in the conference report, in regard to build- 
ing or contracting for building additional submarine torpedo 

ats. 

Mr. FOSS. That was stricken out in the report. 

Mr. SULZER. And has that been agreed to unanimously by 
the conferees on the part of the Senate and the House. ie 

Mr. FOSS. It has been agreed to unanimously. 

Mr. SULZER. It should not have been. I shall oppose this 
conference report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to dispensing with the 
reading of the report and reading simply the statement of the 
The Chair hears no objection. 

The statement of the House conferees, as published in the House 
27, was read. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, for the information of 

the House, that this report leaves in disagreement the question as 


The Chair understands this is not the bill to 
No objection is heard, and the bil] 


| to the construction of ships by private contract or in Government 


is the object of reenacting and inserting in place of that the name | 


of a railroad company that now has the right of way? 
the object of it? Will he tell us the object of the amendment? 
Mr. McCLEARY. Why, Mr. Speaker, the amendment does 
not undertake to change existing law as to the right of other 
companies to use this bridge. It is not the right of other com- 


What is | 


navy-yards or in both ways. I ask the Clerk to read a statement 
which I have here, summarizing the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


| Amount of billas passed by House.........................--.--- $77, 619, 938. 13 
Amount of bill as passed by Senate........................-.-..-- 79, 351, 238.13 
ne er Se Se cs on cs ennon gudanidsdon Ghnaiimeniinaae 78, 681, 363.13 
EE CUE SE nthe ccd ninctend pa cueeue none deiemaeamithade tests 78, 101, 791. 00 


panies to use the bridge that is considered; it is the terms upon | 


which they shall enjoy such joint use. 


It continues the right to | 


joint use and provides that if there is any dispute about what | 


the proper and reasonable terms are, then the dispute is to be 
settled in the court. 

I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. 
CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that this bill is not 
perfect. We never claimed that it was. It isa great deal better 
than the status, because it gives us money where we now have 
poverty, and I trust it will be a spur to the District Committee to 
perform its function hereafter in enacting legislation. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. 
the House have an opportunity to vote upon the separate amend- 
ments of the Senate? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. 
to the conference report. 

The question was taken; and ona division (demanded by Mr. 
BCOCK) there were—ayes 94, and noes 50. 
conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. McCLEARY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


The question is on agreeing 


B 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

S. 4546. An act to provide certain souvenir medals for the bene- 
fit of the Washington Monument Association, of Alexandria, Va.; 

S. 6139. An act to provide for the organization of private cor- 
porations in the district of Alaska; and 

S. 6298. An act to amend section 2743 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, concerning the examination of drugs. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
gmendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4792) 
relative to the control of dogs in the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment a bill of the following title; in which the concurrence 
of the House is requested: 

H. R. 9° An act to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish 


duplicate certificates of discharge. 


If this conference report is turned down, will | 


| compelled the Senate to recede from the amendment. 


Net amount taken out of bill as it passed the Senate by the con- 


ference committee .......-.-.- tliat wtiidabieteaiatls alkene ME tens 669, 875. 00 
Net amount agreed to of the bill as it passed the Senate by the 
CORTES Gs pnd bexkclb ends tvcnc inet bunscnieksvaueeddes 1, 235, 230.00 


Mr. FOSS. I move the adoption of the conference report. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask the gentleman to yield me some 
time. I wish to oppose the adoption of the report. 

Mr. FOSS. How much time does the gentleman wish? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. About fifteen minutes. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish the gentleman would yield me 
more time. He has an hour, and there are several items—— 

Mr. FOSS. I have consumed only a few moments myself. I 
yield the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, there are several items in 
this report which justify its rejection. In my opinion the House 
conferees should never have agreed to them, especially since there 
is not a complete agreement upon the bill. I will present the 
facts to the House briefly and ask it to reject the report. The 
agreement contains an item of $200,000 for the removal of Hen- 
dersons Point, at Portsmouth Navy-Yard, Portsmouth, N. H. 

This is shown by the statement of the conferees. Their state- 
ment does not show, however—and I desire the attention particu- 
larly of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations | Mr. 
CANNON] tothe matter—that the Secretary of the Navy is further 
authorized to make contracts for $549,000 additional; in all, 
$749,000. 

Mr. Speaker, this item should never have been agreed to by the 
House conferees. This is the second appropriation bill in which 
this item has appeared this session. An amendment in the exact 
language of that agreed to in this report was placed by the Senate 
on the river and harbor bill, but the House conferees on the bill 
It bobs up 
here, however, just as serenely as ever, and this time the Repre- 
sentatives have yielded to the Senate. This item should never 
be accepted by the House. 

This navy-yard at Portsmouth is one of those aptly styled by 
Admiral Bowles as an “ out-of-the-way place.’’ In addition, the 
House conferees have agreed to a series of amendments which ap- 
propriate over $600,000 for buildings and a plant at a navy-yard 
at Charleston, 8. C., and authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to 
enter into contracts aggregating in all $913,000 for buildings, etc. 
There is some excuse for this item. There is absolutely none for 
that providing for the removal of Hendersons Point. 
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As a matter of fact, the yard was in disuse for many years. It 
should never have been utilized for the purpose of making ita 
repair station for modern vessels. That yard should not be 
open now; it should never have been reopened. It is open sim- 
ply because an influential coterie of legislators, combining with 
other officials, practically held up this House and compelled it to 
appropriate great sums to build up and equip that navy-yard, 
although there was no necessity for a navy-yard at that place. 

The report of the Secretary of the Navy for the current year 


shows that about $56,000 worth of work was done there by the | 


Bureau of Equipment during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901. 
A number of barges and steam launches, one or two torpedo 
boats, and one or two scout boats that were used during the 
Spanish war have been sent there in order to be repaired. No 
vessel of any size has ever to my knowledge been repaired at the 
Portsmouth Yard. It is not equipped to do the work required in 
a first-class yard. During the past year some four or five hundred 
thousand dollars have been expended at Portsmouth in order, if 
possible, to erect a plant there. I have been reliably informed 
that when vessels have been sent to some of the navy-yards ‘‘ down 
East’’ it has been necessary to send to the navy-yard at New York 
in order to have parts of machinery needed made and then ship 
them to the place where the vessel had been sent and install them 
in the vessel. 

This policy of building up a number of insignificant yards, 
while the great navy-yards at New York, Boston, and Norfolk, 
Va., are running on from one-half to one-third time is certainly 
not in the interest of economy. At the New York Navy-Yard 
there is a machine shop that cost $750,000, in which the machines 
practically stand idle to-day. They have never been utilized to 
the utmost capacity. Other departments are in the same situa- 
tion. Lack of work prevents the economical utilization of the 
plants already equipped for work, and yet it is proposed to spend 
a million and a half dollars to prepare Portsmouth and Charles- 
ton for larger and larger and unnecessary appropriations. 

The navy-yard at Charleston, 8. C., gets, according to this re- 
port, some $600,000 with which to begin the installation of a plant 
and buildings. and the Secretary of the Navy is authorized to con- 
tract for buildings and other equipment up to $913,000. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. FINLEY. Would not the gentleman be entirely satisfied 
with the policy of the Government in reference to navy-yards if 
there was only one and that one was located in New York? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; I would be better satisfied if there 
was no navy-yard at New York. I believe the city would be 
greatly benefited if it had the use of the land and water front 


now oceupied by the navy-yard. It will not be moved, however. | 


I wish to call the attention of the House to this fact in connec- 
tion with this report. The conferees have agreed to every item 
in dispute excepting that providing for the increase of the Navy 
and the place where the vessels authorized are to be built. It is 
a well-known fact that two of the conferees of the Senate per- 
sonally favor the plan adopted by the House to build these ves- 
sels in navy-yards. The action of the House when it incorporated 
that provision in this bill was very significant. 

In order to accomplish its purpose it overruled the chairman on 
a question of order. The temper of the House was shown at that 
time. It is not possible to be misled about its position. I do not 
care to criticise the conferees on the part of the House in refer- 
ence to their action on the building of ships in the navy-yards. 
I believe in bringing here a disagreement they have shown a de- 
sire to carry out the will of the House. 

The er pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask the gentleman to yield five minutes 
more, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent | 


that the gentleman may have five minutes longer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will say to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama that the time is controlled by the gentleman 
from Illinois, 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I will yield five minutes more to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yet I do believe, Mr. Speaker, that if 
the conferees appointed on the part of the House were heartily 
in favor of the plan adopted by the House for the building of 
ships in the navy-yards, they would never have surrendered upon 
these two items of such importance to two of the Senate con- 
fers ‘es unless in return the Senate conferees yielded to the House 
on its proposition to build at navy-yards. It is very easy in the 
closing hours of the Congress to secure the adoption of reports 
like this. Yet at no time in the session should items in confer- 
ence reports be scanned with closer scrutiny. 
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Here is an item already rejected by the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors agreed to in this report, $749,000 for the Portsmouth 
Navy-Yard. Listen to a list of the vessels that were repaired at 
the Portsmouth Navy-Yard during the past year, and by the way 
I wish to call attention to the fact that it is within 40 miles of 
the Boston Navy-Yard, which has also been renovated and revital- 
ized within the past few years. Here are some of the vessels re- 
paired at Portsmouth. No doubt everyone will recognize them 
as famous vessels of the Navy: The Alvarado, Sandoval, Pisca- 
taqua, Dahlgren, T. A. M. Craven, Reina Mercedes, Raleigh, De- 
troit, Sioux. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, with the exception of the Raleigh and De- 
troit, neither a large vessel, these are insignificant craft that 
could be built or repaired at any excuse for a shipyard in the 
United States. And now, what is undertaken to be done in this 
conference report? To set aside some $749,000 in order to re- 
move a rock in order to deepen achannel. Why do they need 
any water? The report of the Secretary of the Navy shows that 
they have inadequate docking room there at present for the in- 
significant vessels that go there now. It is the same old story. 
First dig a channel; then put in docks and wharves, then. shops, 
and all the while keep up the appropriations. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, this appropriation should not be agreed to 
by the House. I call attention to the fact again that the great 
navy-yards of the country are practically lying idle, and have 
been for many years, because it is impossible to supply sufficient 
work for them. This policy of expending great sums to improve 
every little out-of-the-way place that some gentleman, by reason 
of his position on a committee or the length of service in either 
House, desires to have developed for the interests of the locality, 
should be stopped and stopped now. 

What is there at Portsmouth, N. H., to make it desirable for a 
navy-yard? Nobody knows. This provision contains an item to 
authorize the Secretary of War to investigate the sources of the 
fresh-water supply and to ascertain the practicability of build- 
ing dams and an aqueduct to bring it to the yard. They are 
unable even to supply drinking water there for the limited num- 
ber of employees, and it is a prohibition State, too, if I be not 
mistaken. 

I have endeavored to ascertain the exact amount expended 
there for repairs to vessels in a year by all bureaus. It is impos- 
sible to do so from the report of the Secretary of the Navy, but 
it seems as if for every $250,000 worth of work done on vessels a 
million and a half is expended for improvements at the yard. If 
it be the intention to build up a number of great naval stations, 
irrespective of the location and natural advantages of the place, 
this item is appropriate; but doubting that policy, I trust the 
House will defeat this proposition and vote down this report, and I 
appeal to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [ Mr. 
CANNON] to come to the aid of those who desire to defeat such 
improper, unwise, and extravagant appropriations. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I commend the 
zeal of the gentleman from New York [Mr. F1TzGERALD] in the 
interest of the New York Navy-Yard. He seems to be against 
every navy-yard in the country except the New York Navy- 
Yard. 

Mr. RIXEY. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that I 
should like to have a few minutes on this motion of the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois to point out any meritorious proposition for any navy- 
yard that I ever objected to. I should like also to hear the gen- 
tleman defend these items. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, so far as this appropriation is con- 
cerned, it comes here with the urgent recommendation of the 
Secretary of the Navy. The situation at Portsmouth is this: 
We are building a large dry dock there, costing over a million 
dollars, for the docking of the largest ships in the Navy. At the 
present time it is impossible to get the large battle ships into the 
channel before the entrance to the dock. And if we are going to 
have the full use and benefit of this large construction which we 
are building there, we must make this appropriation. The Sen- 
ate conferees insist very strongly upon it; and in view of the 
necessity of it and the strong recommendation of the Secretary of 
the Navy, which I will ask the Clerk to read, the House con- 
ferees, after numerous sessions devoted to discussing this matter, 
finally agreed to it. 

Now I will ask the Clerk to read the letter from the Secretary 
of the Navy. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 11, 1902 

Srr: Pursuant to the provision contained in the naval appropriation act, 
approved March 3, 1901, under the subheading * Public works,” navy-yard, 
Portsmouth, N. H., directing the Secretary of the Navy to prepare specifica- 
tions and obtain proposals from responsible contractors for removing Hen- 
dersons Point, so as to improve the approach to that navy-yard, to a depth 
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of not exceeding 35 feet below mean low water for a distance of not exceed- 
ing 350 feet, and to submit such proposals to Congress, I have the honor to 
forward herewith, for the information and action of Congress, a copy of a | 
letter from the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, dated the sth in- 
stant, transmitting a copy of a scale of bids received for the removal of Hen- 
dersons Point and the duplicate copy of each of the bids received, also a copy 
of the specifications and advertisement and of the plans as issued to bidders. 
The Department approves of the recommendation of the Chief of the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks, contained in the above-mentioned letter, that 
granted for th 
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sary appropriation therefor be made, to include the sum of $5,000 for surveys, 
inspection. and incidental expenses. 
I have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, 
JNO. D. LONG, Secretary. 
The SPEAKER OF HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. TATE. Before the gentleman takes his seat, will he allow 
me to ask him a question for information? Is this the same pro- 
vision that was in the river and harbor bill in reference to Hen- 
dersons Point which the House and Senate in conference struck 


= 


out? 

Mr. FOSS. I understand it is practically the same. 

Mr. RIXEY. I should like to have a little time. 

Mr. FOSS. How many minutes? 

Mr. RIXEY. I think five minutes are all I wish. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield five minutes to my colleague. 

Mr. RIXEY. It seems tome that the motion of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FirzGERALD] ought to prevail in this mat- 
ter. I donot altogether like these partial conference reports. A 


few days ago we had a conference report by the same conferees 
on the naval bill. It was to some extent objectionable. Among 
other things, that conference report provided for an increase in 
the Marine Corps. That provision had not been considered by 
the House Committee on Naval Affairs. The present conference 
report provides for an increase in the construction corps. It is 
true it is a small increase. It also provides for a small increase 
in the engineering corps—neither one of which propositions had 
been considered by the House Committee on Naval Affairs. 
When these questions were before the committee, it was agreed 
that 2!l the propositions to increase the different corps of the 
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ence report is objectionable, seriously objectionable, in one item 


| if in no other, in committing the Government to an expenditure 
| of $800,000 for an improvement which has no place on this bill, 
| Let this report be recommitted and the House provision for build- 


ing in the navy-yards insisted upon. The private contractors now 
have contracts for 8 battle ships, 6 armored cruisers, 9 protected 
cruisers, 4 monitors, and 31 other Government ships. The House 
provision gives them 3 more. Surely it is a small concession to 
build 8 ships in the navy-yards which have cost the Government 
so much to establish and maintain. We have the best talent and 
can build the best ships. Let us insist upon the House provision, 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, so far as the argument of the gentle- 
man from Virginia is concerned, I think I can answer that in a 
few minutes. It was agreed in the House committee that we 
should not increase the general staff corps. That was the genera] 
proposition, so far as the House committee was concerned, and i{ 
the House committee was the only body which recommends lev- 
islation, and the House of Representatives acted always upon the 
recommendation and advice of the House committee, then prob- 
But the gentleman 
must remember that there is another branch of Congress which 
has something to say about legislation, and while we did not se- 
cure that kind of legislation which meets with our entire approval, 
yet we tried to get as near to it as it is possible. 

Now, there were four propositions for an increase in the staff 
corps. One proposition was for an increase in the corps of sur- 
geons. The Senate receded from that. Another proposition was 
for an increase in the pay corps. The Senate receded from that. 
The other proposition was for an increase in the corps of civil 
engineers, and we agreed to an increase of only six numbers. 
Then there was another proposition, for an increase in the corps 
of naval constructors, and we agreed upon an increase of only 
six there. In other words, the House got a recession by the Sen- 


| ate as to the increase in the corps of surgeons, in the pay corps, 


and partially in the constructors’ corps and partially in the num- 


| ber of civil engineers as proposed by the Senate. 


Navy should go over and be considered by the House Naval Com- | 
man from Virginia said here upon the floor that the River and 


mittee, and if the decision was favorable, one bill should be 
brought in to increase these different corps. 

It seems to me that by these partial reports propositions are 
ratified here which we would not consent to if they were brought 
in at one time. Now, this conference report provides for an ex- 
penditure of nearly $800,000 to remove what is known as Hender- 
sons Point, near Portsmouth, N. H.; not in the navy-yard at 
Portsmouth, N. H., but described as near that navy-yard. It is 
a proper matter for consideration, if at all, by the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and not by the Naval Committee. 


Mr. BARTLETT. The River and Harbor Committee refused 
to report it. 
Mr. RIXEY. Iunderstand that the River and Harbor Com- 


mittee refused to report it; and the proposition now is to provide 
upon the naval bill for this river and harbor item at an expendi- 
ture of $800,000. It has no place upon the naval appropriation 
bill. It is not a part of the naval establishment. It is outside of 
the naval establishment, and it ought not to be in the bill. 

If there were no other objection to this conference report than 
this, it ought to be recommitted to the conferees. 

Another reason why it should be recommitted is that the con- 
ferees have seen proper to leave out of their conference report as 
the only item of disagreement the item as to where these new 


Ol 
ships shall be built. When the conference report is brought in, 


it ought to include that item with the other great items. Let the 
Charleston item remain as it is until there is an agreement upon 
the question where the ships shall be built. Let the appropria- 


tion for Hendersons Point go back to the conferees. I believe it 
ought to be rejected. It has no place in the naval appropriation 
bill, and when the conference report comes in again let it provide 
where the different ships shall be built. LIinsist that the House 
provision to build one battle ship, one armored cruiser, and one 
gunboat in the navy-yards should be insisted upon. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that no time will be lost by going 
back. There are other objections to the conference report. One 
is that the bill as it passed the House provided that the colliers 
should be rebuilt or repaired under the jurisdiction of the Bu- 
reau of Constraction. The Senate put in a provision that they 
should be repaired under the Bureau of Equipment. Now, the 
conferees come in with an entirely new provision, that they shall 
be repaired under the jurisdiction of the Bureau of Navigation. 


Mr. DAYTON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. RIXEY. Certainly. 

Mr. DAYTON. The gentleman is entirely mistaken about 


that. The maintenance of colliers was put on the Bureau of 
Navigation. The Senate has receded upon that proposition. 

Mr. RIXEY. Possibly the gentleman may be right. I have 
But, Mr. Chairman, this confer- 


not examined it very carefully. 


| mercial purposes, and not for naval purposes. 


| to. 


Now, as to the the question of Hendersons Point. The gentle- 
Harbor Committee struck it out. It did. But the River and Har- 
bor Committee has jurisdiction of rivers and harbors for com- 
It may be true 
that for commercial purposes it would not be necessary to take 
off Hendersons Point. When it comes to a question of the Navy 
and the use of the Portsmouth yard for naval purposes, will any 
any man dare stand upon the floor on that side of the House and 
say that it is not necessary, if we are to enjoy the full value and 
use of the great dock which we are building there at the Ports- 
mouth Navy-Yard and all the equipment of that station? Does 
any gentleman say that? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Doesthe gentleman believe that we ought 
tu expend a million dollars to build a dry dock where there is no 
water? 

Mr. CLAYTON. It would be a very dry dock. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. As itis proposed for naval vessels to go 
Does the gentleman think that we ought to have a navy-yard 
where there is no water? If so, why not have it inland? 

Mr. FOSS. Congress established that navy-yard long before 
the gentleman from New York was born. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And the Secretary of the Navy reopened 
it after Congress had let it go to sleep for years, and the gentle- 
men of the committee encouraged it. 

Mr. FOSS. We need that navy-yard for certain purposes. 
We need it for the repair and construction of our ships. We are 
building this dock there; and while in the past we have not been 
able to repair our larger ships by reason of the depth of water 
and current, yet in order to get the full benefit of that navy-yard 
we must remove this point. Now, upon that question I will 
yield three or five minutes to the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, in whose district this navy-yard is situated. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I am amazed and astonished 
at the statement made here by the gentleman from New York in 
reference to the Portsmouth Navy-Yard. It is the oldest yard 
for ship building under the American flag. The English were 
building ships for the royal navy in that yard in 1690. It is the 


| only yard under our flag from Eastport to the Rio Grande where 


| at low tide there. 


you have a navy-yard with deep water. There is 60 feet of water 
And yet the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
FitzGERALD], living in a city where they have to dredge, aud 
where the Government has paid millions and millions of dollars 
to plow out a channel so they can get in and out of the navy- 
yard, stands up here and says they have not got water enoug) 
down there to drink, : 

Now, gentlemen, I am not drawing on my imagination; I am 
stating what I know and what is the fact. The gentleman never 
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was at Portsmouth; he never knew anything about it. Talk | 
about no water. Point mé to a yard anywhere where you have | 
got water except at Portsmouth. That channel is worn out of 
the solid granite rock like the- channel below Niagara. It is | 
swept by the waters of the ocean as they go in, and it is swept | 
by the tide as it goes out. There never has to be any dredging | 
there. As I said, there is a depth of 60 feet at low tide. That is | 
the condition of things, and not only that, you are building there | 
the best dry dock under our flag. Why? Because it is the only | 
place where you can prudently get in one of the big battle ships. 
It is the largest one, has the deepest water, and it is not a Port 
Royal, where, if you get one battle ship in, you are continually | 
waiting for an accident or an act of Providence to get it out. | 
[Laughter.] Itis a yard that you can get in and out of at all | 
times. The largest ships that float can go in and out. 

But here is Hendersons Point, that sticks out there like a wart 
on your nose or finger, and now the fact that the repairs on the | 
great battle ships are going to be made there, although you can 
get them in and get them out, there is some danger from this 
wart, and the purpose is to knock it off. 

Now, the gentleman from New York said they do not do any 
business at Portsmouth. With a single exception, it is the best- 
equipped yard we have, and only a few months ago the comman- | 
dant said to me while I was looking it over that it was now in a 
condition, barring a few small tools, to build a battle ship from 
start to finish. Yet the gentleman from New York thinks there | 
is not water enough there for a muskrat toswim in. [Laughter. ] 

Now, gentlemen, I do not want to take up time, but that is the | 
condition of things; and if there ever was an appropriation that | 
was prudent, if there ever was an appropriation that the public 
weal demanded, it is this appropriation for the Portsmouth 
Navy-Yard. [Applause. ] 

Mr. CLAYTON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I desire information. I have no personal in- | 
terest either in Buttermilk Channel nor in the Portsmouth Har- | 
bor, but I desire to know what the necessity for this appropriation 
at Hendersons Point is if you have 60 feet of water at low tide? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I have once stated that here is a little 
point extending out into the channel. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Ihave never been there and never seen it, 
and I do not understand the situation. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I.understand the gentleman is acting in 
goodfaith. There is a little point extending out into the channel, 
and at times of course the current sweeps swiftly around there, 
and there is a possibility that a great battle ship might in some 

vay be twisted onto this point. Prudence demands, and the Sec- | 
retary of the Navy has recommended, as has everybody else that 
knows anything about it, that that point be removed. 

Mr. RIXEY. I would like to ask the gentleman for informa- 
tion how far Hendersons Point is from the navy-yard. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I can not tell you; it is a little bit below, 
in the channel toward the ocean. 

Mr. RIXEY. About how far from the yard? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Abouta half or three-quarters of a mile, 
some gentleman says. I have not the exact distance. 

Mr. FOSS. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 

Alabama. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I merely want to get in- 
rmation on this question. I am and always have been opposed 
to one committee taking jurisdiction of a matter that belongs to 
another committee where they are not accustomed to investigate | 
these matters. I see the chairman of the River and Harbor Com- | 
mittee is in his seat, and I would like to ask him whether his | 
committee has investigated this question and reported favorably 
upon it. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I dislike to interfere in matters 
pertaining to any other committee, but I will state that the River 
and Harbor Committee has considered this proposed appropriation. | 
it was especially considered very recently at the time of the confer- | 
ence between the House and the Senate upon the river and harbor | 
bill. Provision was made in the Senate for the removal of this | 
Hi ndersons Point, $200,000 in cash and $560,000 additional author- 
ization. That led us to give.careful consideration to this proposi- | 
ton. I must say we thought the expenditure would be injudi- | 
cious and wasteful. In the first place, the necessity for the re- 
moval of this point does not exist except at certain stages of the 
tide. There is a considerable protected space for anchorage be- 
fore you reach Hendersons Point, and except in very severe south- | 
east winds a large battle ship or a ship of any size could go into 
this place for anchorage and tarry there until the tide was in such 
condition that it could safely go by the point. 

Another thing: I consulted one leading officer of the Navy and 
several members of the Engineer Corps. The officer of the Navy 
Stated it to be his opinion that even the proposed removal of the | 
end of the point would not make passage by it easy at all times. 
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It is a promontory of rock 70 feet in height. The removal is very 
difficult, and it is very probable that when this $760,000 has been 
expended a still further expenditure will have to be made. 

Mr. SULLOWAY rose. 

Mr. BURTON. I want to state one further point, and then I 
will yield to the gentleman. The Army engineer with whom I 
talked most on the subject was himself a native of New Hamp- 
shire, and he stated that from a commercial standpoint this pro- 
posed work would be a positive injury, because it would concen- 
trate the tidal current in front of the wharves at Portsmouth, so 
that it would be much more difficult to dock vessels there. There 
is a very large tidal basin behind Portsmouth, farther up, and for 
that reason the tidal currents are very strong. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Was not $760,000 the estimate of the cost 
as made by the Army engineers? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FOSS. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] 
two minutes more. 

Mr. BURTON. The estimate of the Army engineer was con- 
siderably more than $760,000. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Was thatthe estimate of anybody who had 
made a survey? Was not this work recommended by the Army 
engineers? 

Mr. BURTON. One Army engineer recommended it because 


| it was asked by the Navy Department, but he stated that it was 


of no commercial importance. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. And you consulted somebody who did not 
make a survey. 

Mr. BURTON. I consulted the engineer who had been in 
charge there and who seemed to know most about it. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Was that the man who made the recom- 
mendation? 

Mr. BURTON. No. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. And it was not the man who made the 
survey? 

Mr.BURTON. No,sir. This opinion was adverse toit. I tried 
to consult those who I thought knew most about the matter. 

I will state to the gentleman that the manner in which this 
figure is arrived at is by actually advertising for bids. Adver- 
tisement was made by the Navy Department, and this sum of 
$760,000 was the approximate amount of the lowest bid. 

{Here the hammer feil. ] 

Mr. FOSS. I want to ask the gentleman from Ohio a question. 
Did he not look at this matter entirely from the standpoint of the 
commercial interest of the country? 

Mr. BURTON. Notentirely. That statement was made as a 
preliminary one—that if this work should be done at all, it should 
be done by the Navy Department. It was a similar question to 
that which arose with reference to Karquines Straits, out in Cali- 
fornia, where a reason for an appropriation in theriver and harbor 
pill was that the improvement would afford better access to Mare 
Island Navy-Yard. But there was a commercial use besides. 

Mr. FOSS. Do I understand the gentleman to say that he con- 
sidered this with reference to the good of the Navy and the future 
development of the yard, realizing the fact that we are building 
larger and larger battle ships—ships of larger tonnage, requiring 
greater draft? Did the gentleman view the question from that 
standpoint? 

Mr. BURTON. I tried—and I think my colleagues also tried— 
to consider the whole subject. I understand that the Texas is 


| there now. She has gotten by, and other boats could get by at a 


proper stage of the tide. 

Mr. FOSS. The Texas is a third-class ship, one of the very first 
that we built. We are to consider the depth of water; and that 
these battle ships which we propose here will be among the largest 
battle ships in the world. 

Mr. BURTON. If the gentleman will allow me, I will say that 
the question is not simply as to the depth of water requir$d. Nor 
is it denied that at certain stages of the tide any ship can go by 
there. The object of this removal is to make the channel avail- 
able for the passage of boats at all stagesof water. I have already 
stated that in the anchorage grounds outside a boat can enter and 


| remain until the proper stage of the tide. 


Mr. DAYTON. Is it not a fact in view of the conformation of 
our seacoast that starting in the north the water is deeper, and 
the farther south you go the shallower it gets; and is not that 
true of both the Atlantic and the Pacific coasts? Is it not further 
true that these large battle ships provided for by this bill—ships 
of 16,000 tons can not be docked in more than two of the yards of 
this country—the yard at Portsmouth and the yard at Port Or- 
chard on the Pacific coast? 

Mr. BURTON. Well, there is no absolute rule in that re- 
spect, though generally speaking there is a greater depth of water 
in the northerly ports of the country, both on the Atlantic and 
the Pacific coast. 

Mr. DAYTON. That being true, there is no question that 
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Portsmouth has the greater depth of water and is the most satis- 
factory place to dock and repair the largest vessels on the At- 
lantic coast. Has the gentleman any doubt about that? 

Mr. BURTON. I should question that, partly because the 
water in Portsmouth harbor is at times very unquiet. 

Mr. DAYTON. But is it not true that this point is dangerous 
to the navigation of these battle ships, if the yard there is to be 
used for naval purposes? 

Mr. BURTON. Iadmit that there is danger at certain stages 
of the tide and when vessels are in the hands of unskillful pilots. 

Mr. DAYTON. So that it is a danger even to skillful navi- 
gators, and it is a danger to any other class, at certain periods of 
time to attempt entrance into that yard. Now, under these 
circumstances, with millions of dollars appropriated for this 
navy-yard, does the gentleman think that we should abandon it, 
or should we make it a perfect yard? 

Mr. BURTON. It would not be necessary, by any means, to 
abandon it. If the passage of boats is properly timed in going by 
there they can go by, and go by readily. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr. Speaker, I hope the report will be 
yoted down. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gentle- 
nan from New Hampshire. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, one word further. As I at- 
tempted to say in the little I said a moment ago, the difficulty 
there is in this strong current. That channel is worn out of the 
solid rock, as I said, by the coming in and going out of the tide. 
It is a wall on the side almost perpendicular. A ship could not 
get out of it without wings. There is no chance to get ashore, if 
it is in there, but a vast volume of water comes up through that 
channel and it has a strong current. Of course when the tide 
s in it comes through viclently and then it rushes out. 
Now, this proposition is a mere matter of protection. A great 
battle ship going in there or going out might, by the force of the 
water, be hurled against this point. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Yes. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I believe the gentleman said that the yard 
has been used since 1856? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. The English were building 
royal navy there in 1690. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Has there ever been a wreck on that point 
during that entire time; has a ship ever been dismantled during 
all that time? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Ican not recite one now; but understand, 
they were different craft which were built in those days, smaller 
craft. The largest colliers go through there, but we have no bat- 
tie ships of this kind. 

Mr. FOSS. You have never had any large battle ships up there? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Never. 

Mr. FOSS. Have they ever dared to go up there? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. No. 

Mr. FOSS. They have never dared to go by this point? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. No. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Speaker, this proposition comes here 


coms 


ships for the 


with the strong recommendation of the Navy—— 
Mr. HAY. Will the gentleman tell me which Secretary of the 


Navy recommends it. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
Mr. FOSS. 


Mi 
ttee « 


Secretary Long or Secretary Moody? 

Secretary Long, in a letter which he sent to the 
m the 1ith of January. It is a fact here that in con- 
sequence of phere is dangerous point, on account of the current, as 
has been stated by the gentleman from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
SULLOWAY |, it is impossible for our ships to get into that navy- 


nd 


commi 


ships have not gone there. 

I realize that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BurToN] may have 
examined this condition, but Ithink he did it more from the stand- 
point of chairman of the Committee on Riversand Harbors, look- 
ing after the commercial necessities and needs of our various 
cities; but when it comes to a naval proposition; when it comes to 
a question of the utilization of our navy-yards and of that great 
dock which we are building; when it comes to the question that 
we are building up the American Navy and building up not only 
the best ships, but the largest ships, in order to maintain the honor 
of our flag in the face of the nations of the world, then I say to 
you that every member of this House ought to stand by the 
thority and the opinion of the Navy Department. [ Applause. ] 
Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question upon the adoption of 
the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
previous question. 

‘he previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question ison the motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois to adopt the conference report. 
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it is not only impossible but it is a fact that the largest | 








Mr. TATE. Mr. Speaker 


and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 117, nays 74 
answered ‘‘ present ’”’ 


Alexander 
Allen, Me 
Ball, Del. 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Beidler, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
srick, 
Brown, 
Burk, Pa. 


Burke, 8S. Dak. 


Burleigh, 
Butler, Fa. 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Conner, 
Conry, 
Coombs, 
Cousins, 
Currier, 
Curtis, 
Dahle, 
Dalzell, 
Davey, La. 
Davidson, 
Dayton, 
Deemer, 


Ky. 
tT ex. 
Bankheat d, 
Benton, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Brundidge, 
Burleson, 
Burton, 
Candler, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Cochran, 
Cowherd, 
Dinsmore, 
Fitzgerald, 
Fleming, 
Flood, 
Foster, Il. 


Bartlett, 
Burkett, 
Cassingham, 
Emerson, 


Aches mn, 
Adams, 
Adamson, 
Aplin, 
Babe ck, 
Bates, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bishop, 
Blakeney, 
Boreing, 
Bowie, 
Bristow. 
Bromwell 
Broussard, 
Brownlow, 
Bull, 
Burgess, 
Burnett, 
Butler, Mo. 





| Calderhead, 


Caldwell, 
Cassel, 
Connell, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 


| Corliss 


Creamer, 
Cromer, 
Crowley. 
Crumpacker, 


|} Cushman. 


au- | 


gentleman from Mlinois | 


Darragh, 
Davis, Fla. 
De Armond, 


15, not voting 


YEAS—117. 
Dick, Howell, 
Dovener, Irwin, 
Draper, Jack, 
Driscoll, Johnson, 
Eddy, Jones, Wash. 
Esch, Joy, 
Feely, Knapp, 
Finley, Kyle, 
Fletcher, Lacey, 
Foss, Lawrence, 
Foster, Vt. Lessler, 
Gardner, Mich. Littlefield, 
Gardner, N. J. Long, 
Gibson, McLachlan, 
Gillet, N. Y. Mahoney, 
Gillett, Mass. Marshall, 
Graff Martin, 
Graham, Mercer, 


Greene, Mass. 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Haskins, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 
Hildebrant, 
Hill, 
Holliday, 


Meyer, La. 
fondell, 
Moody, N.C. 
foody, Oreg. 
Morgan, 
Morrell, 
Nevin, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Palmer, 
Patters son, Pa. 
Pearre, 


NAYS—74. 


Gill, 

Gord on, 
Griggs, 

Hay, 

Hooker, 
Howard, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Kitchin, Claude 


McCulloch, 
McDermott, 
Maynard, 
Mickey, 
Miers, Ind. 
Moon, 
Naphen, 
Neville, 


Kitchin, Wm. W. Norton, 


Kleberg, 
Kluttz, 
Lamb, 
Lanham, 
Lewis,Ga, 
Little, 
Livingston, 


Loud, 


McCall, 
McClellan, 


Padgett, 
Pou, 
Randell, Tex. 


Richardson, Ala. 
Richardson, Tenn, 


Rixey, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Ryan, 
Shackleford, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—15. 


Evans, 
Jenkins, 
Mann. 
Metcalf, 


Miller, 
Pierce, 
Powers, Me. 
Rucker, 


NOT VOTING- 


De Graffenreid, 
Dougherty, 
Douglas, 
Edwards, 
Elliott, 
Foerderer, 
Fordney, 
Fowler, 

Fox, 

Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gilbert, 
Glenn, 
Goldfogle, 
Gooch, 
Green, Pa, 
Griffith, 
Hall, 
Hanbury, 
Haugen, 
Heatwole, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hitt, 
Hopkins, 
Hughes, 
Huil, 
Jackson, Md. 
Jett, 

Jones, Va. 
Kahn, 
Kehoe, 
Kern, 
Ketcham, 
Knox, 
Landis, 
Lassiter, 


Latimer, 
Lester, 
Lever, 
Lewis, Pa, 
Lindsay, 
le 
Lloy d, 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
Mc Andre WSs, 
McCleary, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Maddox, 
Mahon, 
Minor, 
Morris, 
Moss, 
Mudd, 
Mutchler, 
Needham, 
Newlands, 
Olmsted, 
Parker, 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Payne, 
Perkins, 
Powers, Mass. 
Prince, 
Pugsley, 
Reeder, 

Reid, 

Rhea, Va. 
Robb, 
Robertson, La. 
Rumple, 
Ruppert, 


So the conference report was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
For the session: 
Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. CAssINGHAM. 
Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON (excepting election cases). 
Mr. Deemer with Mr. MUTCHLER, 


145; as follows: 


, on this question I demand the yeas 


, 


Ransdell, La. 
Ray, N. Y. 
Reeves, 
Roberts, 
Scott. 
Shattuc, 
Showalter, 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, 8. W. 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
‘Tawney, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell, 

Vv reeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Warner 
Warnoc ik, 
Watson, 
Woods, 
Wright. 


Shafroth, 
Sims, 
Slayden, 
Small, 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Spight, 

Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer, 

Tate, 
Thompson, 
Underwood, 
Wiley, 
Williams, Ill. 
Williams, Miss. 
Zenor. 


Sibley, 
Smith, H. C. 
Vandiver. 


Russell, 
Scarborough, 
Schirm, 
Selby, 
Shallenberger, 
Shelden, 
ppard, 
Sherman, 
Skiles, 
Smith, Ml. 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, Wim. 
Sparkman, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Storm, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Tongue, 
Trimble, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wanger, 
Weeks, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Wilson, 
Wooten, 
Young. 


Alden 
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Until further notice: 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. THomas of North Carolina (excepting 
election cases). 

Mr. FoRDNEY with Mr. Buraess. 

For balance of session: 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. RucKEr. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. VANDIVER. 

For this day: 

Mr. PAYNE with Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. McCuLuoca. 

Mr. REEDER with Mr. SWANSON. 

Mr. FOERDERER with Mr. Ruka of Virginia. 

Mr. LitTAvVER with Mr. De ARMOND. 

Mr. Henry C. Smita with Mr. Taytor of Alabama, 

For balance of day: 

Mr. BLAKENEY with Mr. Ha... 

Mr. BisHop with Mr. BuRKETT. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. Bowring. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. GLENN, 

Mr. HuGHES with Mr. LASssITER. 

Mr. Morris with Mr. NEwWLANDs. 

Mr. DARRAGH with Mr. KERN. 

Mr. MANN with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

Mr. Bristow with Mr. Patrerson of Tennessee, 

On Navy bill: 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. Kenor. 

On this vote: 

Mr. McCLEARY with Mr. LLoyp. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. PuGsLEY,. 

For the balance of this day: 

Mr. Bascocok with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. Hitt with Mr. DouGHERTY,. 

Mr. SrisLEy with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to know if the gentleman from 
New York, Mr. PAYNg, is recorded as voting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He is not. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That being so,I desire to recall my nega- 
tive vote and to vote ‘‘ present.”’ 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON, I ask the gentleman from Tlinois to yield to 
me for a moment. 

Mr. FOSS. 1 yield to my colleague. 

Mr. CANNON. I present a conference report on the general 
deficiency bill, so that the report and statement may be printed. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The report and statement will 
be printed in accordance with the rule. 

The report and statement are as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15108) making appropriations 
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1902, and for prior years, and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have a 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 6, 14, 15, 16, 17, 

33, 36, 87, 71, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 84, 95, and 96. 

iat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 3, 4, 5, 7, 10, 11, 12, 18, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 28, 25, 29, 30, 31, 88, 39, 
40, 41, 42, 48, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 58, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, GO, 61, 62, 63, 64, 
65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 72, 73, 80, 83, 85, 86, 89, 92, 94, 97, 98, 100, 101, 102, 108, 104, 105, 
106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 118, 114, 115, 118, 119, 121, 124, 125, 127, 128, 129, 130, 
131, 132, 183, 184, and 135, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 24: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 24, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert 
‘* $53,770.13; and the Senate agree to the same. : ; 

Amendment numbered 82: That the House recede from its disagreement 














to the amendment of the Senate numbered 32, and agree to the same with an | 


amendment as follows: After the word “ three,” in the last line of said amend- 
ment, insert the following: “for the procurement of like military stores to 
replace those so transferred: and the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 85: That the House recede from its disagreement | 
amendment of the Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with an | 






endment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment in- 
sert the following: 

** Governors Island, New York: For continuing the enlargement of Gov- 

's Island by construction of wharf, dredging, bulkhead, and filling, to 
continue available during the fiscal year 1903, $200,000."’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 117: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 117, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
: 1 ant the following: ‘and Senate Document No. 424; and the Senate agree 

» The same, 

Amendment numbered 120: That the House recede fromits disagreement 
to theamendment of the Senate numbered 120, and agree to thesame withan 
smendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
= M ee the following: ‘and Senate Document No. 432;" and the Senate agree 

o the same, 

Amendment numbered 122: That the House recede from its disagreement 

to the amendment of the Senate numbered 122, and agree to the same with 








? 


amendments as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert | 


** $447,480;" and in line 5 of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the 
word “twenty-three,” insert the following: ‘‘, except the judgment in favor 
of Samuel S. Gholson and Jonathan Miles, which has been yacated;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 123: That the House recede from its disagreement 








rreed to recommend and do recommend to their | 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 123, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the ma ter inserted by said amendment in- 
sert the folldwing: “and Senate Document No. 425, part 2;" and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 126: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 126, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: In line 12 of the matter inserted by said amendment, 
after the word ‘“‘numbered,” insert ‘‘430;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

On the amendments of the Senate numbered 8, 9, 26, 34, 81, 82, 87, 88, 90, 91, 
98, 99, and 116 the committee of conference have been unable to agree. 

J. G. CANNON, 

8. 8. BARNEY, 

L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

EUGENE HALE, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 15108) making appropriations to supply deficiencies for the fiscal year 
1902 and prior years, submit the following written statement in explanation 
of the effect of the action agreed upon and recommended in the accompany- 
ing conference report on said amendments, namely: 

The Senate by its amendments added $3,623,738.38, of which sum it is 
recommended that the House agree to amendments appropriating in the 
aggregate $1,544,913.52, covering certain ascertained deficiencies, judgments 
of courts, and audited accounts certified to Congress since the passage of the 
bill by the House. 

It is recommended in the accompanying conference report that the Senate 
recede from amendments appropriating $173,345.42; which amount includes— 
$4,246 for a dictionary of construction and rules of the Spanish language; 
$80,000 for the construction of a steel ferryboat to run between Ellis Island 

and the Battery, New York; 
$8,524 for reimbursement to owners of the Belgian steamer Ragner: 
$60,000 for construction of buildings at Governors Island, New York; 
$5,000 for payment to the Alaska Commercial Company; and 
$2,000 for Mount Ranier National Park. 

The amendments (involving $1,905,479.44) on which the committee of cons» 
ference have been unable to agree are as follows: 

On No. 8, making an ae of $500,000 on account of the Pan- 
American Exposition (Buffa 

On No. 9, making an appropriation of $160,000 on account of the South 
Carolina Interstate and West Indian Exposition; 

On No. 2 ppropriating $1,009,000 on account of the Territory of Hawaii, 
to pay in part the awards of the fire claims commission of that Territory; 

On No. #4, appropriating $25,000 for the improvement of the Ohio River 


0); 







SP5 





between Cairo and Mound Cit 
On Nos. $1 and &2, to pay certain parties for injuries incurred in the ¢ 
tol building, $1,000; 
On Nos. s7 and 8&8, to pay Roland C. Nichols and Albert E. Rose $2,679.44 for 


services in Alaska 
On No. 9), i ppro 

tone National Park; 
in No. 91, appropriating $175,000 for survey of Indian reservations: 

Nolan for services as clerk in the post-office at 


ver and register, respectively; 
g $30,000 for fencing and for buffalo in the Yellow- 














On No. $3, to pay Katie z 
san Antonio, Tex., $800; and 

On Nos. #9 and 116, appropriating $10,000 to pay Francis N. Thorpe for 
manuscript for a new edition of Charters and Constitutions, and striking out 
the appropriation of $1,000 proposed by the House for manuscript prepared 
by another person of said work. 


J. G. CANNON, 
S. 8. BARNEY, 

L. F. LIVINGSTON, 

Managers on the wt of the H 


i 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I want*to say to the members of the 
House that by the adoption of this report there is left in disagree- 
ment one question, that of building ships—where they shall be 
built, whether in the navy-yards or by private contract, or in 
both ways. Now, briefly, I desire to call the attention of the 
House to the situation as it stands to-day. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Has the gentleman made a 
motion? 

Mr. FOSS. I propose to make a motion. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I desire to call the atten- 
tion—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will submit a 
motion. There is nothing before the House unless he submits a 
motion. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I want to be heard. 

Mr. FOSS. The motion that I will make, Mr. Speaker, will be 
this: I move that the House recede from its disagreement to the 
| Senate amendment numbered 91, and agree to the same with the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
moves that the House recede from its disagreement to Senate 
amendment numbered 91, and agree to.the same with an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will now report, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagree 


nt to amendment No. 91, and 








agree to the same with an amendment striking out said amendment and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the following: 
“That for the purpose of furtner increasing the naval establishment of 


ent of 
the United States, the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by 
contract two first-class battle ships. carrying the heaviest armor and most 
powerful ordnance for vessels of their class, upon a trial displacement of not 
| more than 16,000 tons, and to have the highest practicable speed and great 
| radius of action, and to cost, exclusive of armor and armament, not exceed- 
ing $4,212,000 each; two first-class armored cruisers of not more than 14,500 
tons trial displacement, carrying the heaviest armor and most powerful 
armament for vessels of their class, and to have the highest practicable speed 
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and great radius of action, and to cost, exclusive of armor and armament, 
not exceeding $4,659,000 each; two gunboats of about 1,000 tons trial displace 
ment, to cost when built, exclusive of armament, not exceeding $382,000 each: 
and the contract for the construction of each of said vessels shall be awarded 
by the Secretary of the Navy to the lowest best responsible bidder, having 





in view the best results and most expeditious delivery; and in the construc- | 


tion of all of said vessels the provisions of the act of August 3, 1886, entitled 


“An act to increase the naval establishment,” as to materials for said vessels, | 


their engines, boilers, and machinery, the contracts under which they are 
built, the notice of any proposals for the same, the 
cations therefor, and the method of executing said contracts shall 
served and followed, and, subject to the provisions of thisact, allsaid vessels 


shall be built in compliance with the terms of said act, and in all their parts | 


shall be of domestic machinery, and the steel material shall be of domestic 
manufacture, and of the quality and characteristics best adapted to the 
various purposes for which it may be used, in accordance with specifications 
approved by the Secretary of the Navy; and not more than two of the six 
battle ships, armored cruisers, and gunboats provided for in this act shall be 
built by one contracting party. 

* One battle ship or one armored cruiser herein provided for shall be built 
on or near the coastof the Pacific Ocean or the waters connecting therewith; 


but if it shall appear to the satisfaction of the President from the bidding for | 


such contracts that said vessel can not be constructed on or near the coast 
of the Pacific Ocean at a cost not exceeding 4 per cent above the lowest 
accepted bid for the corresponding vessel provided for in this act, he shall 
authorize the construction of said vessel elsewhere in the United States, 
subject to the limitations as to cost hereinbefore provided. 
of the Navy shall be unable to contract at reasonable prices for the con- 


struction of any of the vessels herein authorized, then he may build such | 
vessel or vessels in such navy-yards as he may designate: Provided, That the | 


Secretary of the Navy shall build one of the vessels authorized by this act 
in such navy-yard as he may designate: Provided further, That the Secre 
tary of the Navy shall build all the vessels herein authorized in such navy 
yards as he may designate, should it reasonably appear that the persons, 
firms, or corporations, or the agents thereof, bidding for the construction of 
any of said vessels, have entered into any combination, agreement, or under 
standing, the effect, object, or purpose of which is to deprive the Govern- 





ment of fair, open, and unrestricted competition in letting contracts for the 
construction of any of said vessels 

“The Secretary of the Navy is hereby instructed to keep an accurate ac- 
count of the cost of inspection and construction of vessels provided for in | 


this act. whether built in Government yards or by contract, and repor 
thereon to Congress, at each session, the progress of work and cost thereof. 
including the inspection of all the material going into the construction of 
said vessel 

statement showing the relative cost of inspection and construction in Gov- 
ernment yards and by contract.” 
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Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Speaker, just a word for the informa- 
tion of members of the House. 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Wewill desire some time, I will 


say to the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. FOSS. Iwant to say to my friend that I donot think there 


is any necessity for general discussion of this proposition. We 
had it. We had it voluminously here when the bill was under 
consideration, and all I shall attempt to do will simply be to state 
the situation. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I will say to my friend the 
very reason that this House has once decided upon this proposi- 
tion is the very reason it appears to me we ought to have some 
discussion now, because your proposition changes what the House 
has already done. So I hope that you will yield to this side some 
time. 

Mr. FOSS. Just a moment. The situation is this: The Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs brought into the House on the naval ap- 
propriation bill a provision to build six ships; and they recom- 
mended a provision to leave it in the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Navy to construct any or all of those ships in Government 
navy-yards,. but made it mandatory on him to build one ship— 
that was a battle ship. 

That was the recommendation of the committee to the House 
in the regular naval appropriation bill. When the bill came be- 
fore the House in the Committee of the Whole the action of the 
Naval Committee was overruled, and the House inserted a pro- 


vision requiring that one ship of each class—one battle ship, one | 


armored cruiser, and one gunboat—should be built in the Govy- 
ernment navy-yards, leaving it to the discretion of the Secretary 
to build the rest there if he saw fit so to do. 

Now, that provision, putin by the Committee of the Whole, 
afterwards passed the House and went to the Senate, and the 
Senate struck out entirely the whole provision for building ships 
in the Government navy-yards. 

Now. your conferees, in view of the action of the House, did 
not feel, in justice and fairness toward you, that they could in- 
corporate any provision which they might agree upon in the re- 
port, and they have brought back this question in disagreement 
and ask for your action upon it. 

If we had come here without any recommendation you, perhaps, 
would not know and you would ask us what would be our judg- 
ment. We have been struggling along with the Senate conferees 
and trying to get the provision of the House adopted, but we 
find that it is absolutely impossible. We agreed tacitly to pre- 
sent here this provision which the Clerk has just read and which 
is substantially the provision that was reported here by the Com- 
- mittee on Naval Affairs to the House in the naval appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. RIXEY. 
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Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
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| 
| Mr. FOSS. Ican not now. This provision says that the Secre- 
| tary of the Navy, in case he does not get reasonable prices for 
ships, shall have authority to build all Government ships in the 
| Government navy-yards, and it says further to him that he must 
build one ship in the Government yard. That is put in there in 
order to test the question as to the cost of Government con- 
| struction compared with the construction under private con- 
| tracts. 
| But it is left to the Secretary of the Navy to say what that ship 
| shall be—whether a battle ship, an armored cruiser, or a gun- 
| boat—and it is left with him to say in which yard that ship shall 
| be built. Then, it is further provided—and I may say that that 
| provision was offered here on the floor by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BaLL]—that in case there should seem to be any com- 
bination on the part of Government shipbuilders to prevent a free 
and fair competition for these contracts, then the Secretary of 
| the Navy shall have these ships built in the Government navy- 
| yards. 
| Now, that is the situation. We come here recommending you 
to adopt this provision. If that is adopted, we have every assur- 
ance that the Senate will concur in it, and that will pass the naval 
appropriation bill. [Applause.] Does the gentleman from North 
Carolina desire time? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I do. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I will yield to the gentleman fro: 
North Carolina the same amount of time that I have consume 
myself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DALZELL). 
minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, that is a very 
meager time to discuss this motion the gentleman from Illinois 
has made. A little over a month ago this House fought over all 
this matter, and the deliberate judgment of the House by a large 
majority was that the United States ought to build one-half of the 
ships authorized in the present naval bill in the shipyards of the 
Government. The bill went to the Senate. and the Senate has 
adopted an amendment striking that provision ont. 

The gentleman from Illinois practically occupies to-day the 
same position that he occupied more than amonthago. Personally 
he has not been in favor of the provision in the bill as it passed 
the House requiring one-half of the ships in the bill to be built in 
our navy-yards, and the gentleman has candor enough to tell us 
to-day that the conferees on the part of the House, who never 
were in favor of the House proposition, have already tacitly agreed 
with the conferees on the part of the Senate to adopt the motion 
that he now makes, which is not even so good a proposition for 
us who favor navy-yard construction as the proposition reported 
from the gentleman’s committee, which itself was only about 
one-third as good as the one this House adopted. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Will the gentleman allow mea 
question? ; 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Oh, I know what the gentle- 
manis going to say. I meant the majority of the conferees. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Thenthe gentleman did not allude 
| to me as a member of the conferees? 
| Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. The gentleman from Louisiana 
was with us on the proposition for Government construction of 
| one-half. I understood this tacit agreement was by all the con- 
| ferees, but in this Iam glad I was mistaken. But, Mr. Speaker, 
the material concessions in conference have been made to the 
Senate. They have given to the Senate, as I now recollect, every 
important item that the Senate contended for. They have given 
Charleston, 8. C., $663,000 and Portsmouth, N. H., $749,000 that 
the Senate demanded. What has this House received in return 
for these magnificent concessions to the Senate? I hope, Mr. 
Speaker, this House will stand by its former action and will let a 
disagreement again be made, insist upon its proposition, and send 
the conferees back to impress upon the Senate conferees that the 
House is in earnest in this matter. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I do not want to be inter- 
rupted. 

Mr. FINLEY. I just want to say in regard to Charleston that 
the Government will there have a navy-yard where it ought to 
have one. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Yes; at Charleston. I have 
no quarrel with my friend from South Carolina whose diligence 
and ability I cheerfully recognize and respect, but I emphasize 
| the fact that on the Charleston item this House has surrendered 
| to the Senate, as it did on the Portsmouth, N. H.. item. 

We have already encouraged the private shipbuilding concerns 
to the extent of $127,000,000 by Government contracts. There 1s 
to-day twice as much unfinished work for the Government in the 
private shipyards of this country as they have finished and 
delivered. They are now months and even years behind in the 
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construction of Government work. We have disputed the dec- 
laration that the Government can not build its ships as cheaply in 
Government yards as they can contract for them in private yards. 
Since this bill was passed by the House the corporation with which 
Mr. Lewis Nixon is connected has consolidated six shipbuilding 
plants of this country, according to my recollection, and has also 
brought into its control one of the great armor-plate factories. 
Does such a giant need Government encouragement for its exist- 
ence? Now, at this day, will the House surrender to the private 
companies? 

And then again, under this proposition of the gentleman from 
Illinois, the Secretary of the Navy can build one of these little 
gunboats, a 1,200-ton ship, instead of a battle ship or an armored 
cruiser. When this bill came from the House committee, before 
the House took charge of it, it contained a provision which re- 
quired the building of either a battle ship or an armored cruiser 
in the Government yards. Then the House deliberately and after 
a full debate amended the bill and declared that the navy-yards | 


should build at least one battle ship, one armored cruiser, and one | 
gunboat. But now, under this motion if it should prevail, the 
Secretary of the Navy can build only one little gunboat in the 
Government navy-yards and satisfy its terms. 

Another thing. The motion of the gentleman from Illinois 

leaves out the $175,000 appropriation which was deemed neces- 
sary to equip some of our navy-yards for building a battle ship | 
or anarmored cruiser if the Secretary of the Navy should so decide. 
I ask the gentleman whether I am right in that statement. 
Whether the $175.000 item to equip such yard as the Secre- 
tary might select for the building of a large ship has been left 
out? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; that item is left out, in view of the fact that 
we shall be here at the beginning of next December—— 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Iask the gentleman whether 
it is not a fact that this item was omitted because the Secretary | 





of the Navy will be authorized to build in the Government yards | 
only one little gunboat, if he sees fit, if this motion prevails, and 
in that event this $175,000 item will not be needed. 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, no; not at all—— 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. The gentleman did not sointend 
it, but the bill as reported from the Naval Committee to this House | 
requiring one large ship to be constructed in the navy-yards con- 
tained this item. The bill as amended by the House requiring 
the construction in Government yards of two large ships and one 
gunboat contained this item. But the gentleman’s motion, in- | 
stead of requiring, as was provided by the House, that a battle 
ship, an armored cruiser, and a gunboat should be built in the 
navy-yards of the Government, or of requiring, as did the origi- 
nal reported bill, Government construction of one of the large 
ships, only requires Government construction of either a battle 
ship, a cruiser, or a little gunboat; and the item to which I have 
referred, providing an appropriation of $175,000 to fully equip 
Government yards fora big ship, is omitted from the gentleman's 
motion. This would indicate that if this motion prevails the Goy- 
ernment yards will build only a little gunboat. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s. time has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. I move the previous question. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I hope the previous question will be voted | 
down. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Foss that the 
House recede from its disagreement to Senate amendment No. 91 
and agree to the same with an amendment, there were—ayes 91, | 
noes 64, 

Mr. MretcaLr and Mr. WILLIAM W. KitTcHIN demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 80, nays 99, | 
answered ** present ’’ 11, not voting 160; as follows: 


YEAS—80, 
Alexander, Dick, Hill, Nevin, 
Allen, Me. Dovener, Holliday, Overstreet, 
Bingham, Draper, Howell, Palmer, 
Boutell, Eddy, Irwin, Patterson, Pa, 
Bowersock, Esch, Jack, Ray, N. Y. 
Brick, Foss, Joy, Scott. 
Burk, Pa. Foster, Vt. Knapp, Showalter, 
Burleigh, Gardner, Mich. Kyte, Smith, Ml. 
Butler, Gardner, N. J. Lacey, Smith,S. W. 
Calderhead, Gibson, Lawrence, Southard, 
Cannon, Gillett, Mass. Littlefield, Sperry, 
Capron, Graff, Long, Stewart, N. Y. 
Conner, Graham, fouk Sulloway, 
Cousins, Grow, McCall, Tawney, 
Currier, Haskins, Marshall, Tirrell, 
Curtis, Haugen, Mondell, Warner, 
Dahle, Hedge, Moody, N. C. Warnock, 
Dalzell, Hemenway, Moody, Oreg. Watson, 
Dayton, Hepburn, Morrell, Woods, 
Deemer, Hildebrant, Morris, Wright. 
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Allen, Ky. 
Ball, Tex. 
Bankhead, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Benton, 
Blackburn, 
Bowie, 


Burleson, 
Burton, 
Candler, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Conry, 
Coombs, 
Cowherd, 
Cromer, 
Davey, La. 


| Feely, 


Finley, 
Fitzgerald, 


| Bartlett, 


Burkett, 
Emerson, 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Adamson, 
Aplin, 
Babe« ck, 
Ball, Del. 


| Bates, 


Beidler, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 


| Bishop, 


Blakeney, 
Boreing, 


| Bristow, 


Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Brownlow, 
Brundidge, 
Bull, 
Burgess, 
Bur!re, S. Dak. 
Burnett, 
Caldwell, 
Cassel, 
Cochran, 
Connell, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 


Coop ar, Wis. 


Corliss, 
Creamer, 
Crowley, 
Crumpacker, 
Cushman, 
Darragh, 
Davidson, 


| Davis, Fla. 


De Armond, | 
De Graffenreid, 


NAYS—99. 
Foster, Il. Mercer, 
Gill, Metcalf, 
Gordon, Meyer, La. 
Griffith, Miers, Ind. 
Griggs, Minor, 
Grosvenor, Moon, 
Hamilton, Morgan, 
Hooker, Naphen, 
Howard, Needham, 
Johnson, Otjen, 
Jones, Wash. Padgett, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Pearre, 
Kleberg, Pou, 
Kluttz, Pugsley, 
Lamb, Randell, Tex. 
Lanham, Ransdell, La. 


Lessler, 
Lewis, Ga. 
Little, 
McClellan, 
McDermott, 
McLachlan, 
Mahoney, 
Martin, 
Maynard, 


ANSWERED ‘ 


Evans, 
Jenkins, 
Mann, 


Reeves, 
Richardson, Ala. 
Richardson, Tenn, 
Rixey, 

Roberts, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
tyan, 
Shackleford, 


‘PRESENT "—11. 


Miller, 
Pierce, 
Powers, Me. 


NOT VOTING—160. 


Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Douglas, 
Driscoll, 
Edwards, 
Elliott, 
Fleming, 
Fletcher, 
Flood, 
Foerderer, 
Fordney, 
Fowler, 

Fox, 

Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gilbert, 
Gillet, N.Y. | 
Glenn, 
Goldfogle, 
Gooch, 
Green, Pa. 
Greene, Mass. 
Hall, 
Hanbury, 
Hay, 
Heatwole, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hitt, 
Hopkins, 
Hughes, 
Hull, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jackson, Md. 
Jett, 

Jones, Va. 
Kahn, 
Kehoe, 

Kern, 


So the motion was lost. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
For the balance of the session: 
Mr. GILLet of New York with Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. 
For the balance of the day: 
Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. Hay. 


For the vote: 


Ketcham, 
Kitchin, Claude 
Knox, 

Landis, 
Lassiter, 
Latimer, 
Lester, 

Lever, 

Lewis, Pa. 
Lindsay, 
Littauer, 
Livingston, 
Lloyd, 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
McAndrews, 
McCleary, 
McCulloch, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Maddox, 
Mahon, 
Mickey, 

Moss, 

Mudd, 
Mutchler, 
Neville, 
Newlands, 
Norton, 
Olmsted, 
Parker, 
Patterson, Tenn, 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Powers, Mass. 
Prince, 
Reeder, 

Reid, 

Rhea, Va. 
Robb, 


Mr. BA of Delaware with Mr. GLENN, 
Mr. VREELAND with Mr. LLoyp. 

Mr. BEIDLER with Mr. MUTCHLER. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. NorTON. 

Mr. FowLer with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Davipson with Mr. DINSMORE, 
Mr. McCLeary with Mr. BELL. 
Mr. Lewis of Pennsylvania with Mr. Mickey. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
Mr. Foss and Mr. FITZGERALD rose. 
The gentleman from Illinois. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman’s motion having been de- 


Shafroth, 
Sims. 

Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, Iowa 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Southwick, 
Spight, 

Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Tate, 

Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thompson, 
Underwood, 
Wachter, 
Wiley, 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss. 
Zenor. 


Smith, H.C. 
Wanger. 


Robertson, La. 
Rucker, 
Rumple, 
Ruppert. 
Russell, 
Scarborough, 
Schirm, 

Selby, 
Shallenberger, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sheppard, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 

Skiles, 

Smith, Ky. 


Smith, Wm. Alden 


Sparkman, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Storm, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N. C 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Tongue, 
Trimble, 
Vandiver, 

Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wadsworth, 
Weeks, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Wilson, 
Wooten, 
Young. 


The gentleman will state it. 


feated, does not the recognition go to the opposition? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. ; 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Then I ask to be recognized, and move 
that the House insist upon its disagreement and ask for a con- 


ference. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
the committee? 


Mr. FITZGERALD, No. 


It does. 


Is the gentleman a member of 


She poe, ER . 
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Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I was rising to | the Committee on Accounts, as the Chair understands, which 


make that motion. I move that the House further insist upon its 
disagreement and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from North Carolina that the House further 
insist upon its disagreement to the Senate amendment and ask for 
a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The following conferees were announced on the part of the 
House: Messrs. Foss, TAYLER of Ohio, and Meyer of Louisiana. 


BRANDING FOOD AND DAIRY PRODUCTS. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker,I call up the conference report 
upon the bill (H. R. 9960) to prevent a false branding or marking 
of food and dairy products as to the State or Territory in which 
they are made or produced. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa calls up a confer- 
ence report. Does the gentleman desire both the report and the 
statement to be read? 

- Mr. HEPBURN. 

The SPEAKER. 
read. 

The Clerk read the statement and the report, to be found in the 
dings of June 24, 1902. 

Mr.HEPBURN. Mr.Speaker,I movethe adoption of the con- 
ference report. 

The SPEAKER. 
man from lowa. 

The question was taken, and 

On motion of Mr. HEPBUR 
vote was laid on the table. 


Both are very brief. 
Both the statement and the report will be 


pmrocer 


i 


The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
the report adopted. 
N, a motion to reconsider the last 


MILITIA. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the accompanying reso- 
ve had the same under consideration,and recommend that the same 
ag . d to by the H muse 

Resolved, That for the remainder of tt 
) he efficiency of the militia, and 


on. tt 


is session the bill (H. R. 11654) to 
r other purposes, shall have the 
for consideration that is enjoyed by bills reported from com- 
ider the power to report at any time: and said bill shall be consid- 
in Committee of the Whole. 





~jlege 


in the House as 


e a 


The 


» SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 
The question was taken, and the resolution agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, a motion to reconsider the 


last vote was laid on the table. 
HOUSE RULE XXXIV, 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following privi- 


leged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 









The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolution of the House 
numbered 169, have had the same under consideration, and recommend the 
following in lieu thereof 

Resolved, That Rule XXXIV of the House be amended in section 1 by in- 
serting after the “Jaw library,” where they appear, the words “the 

lent * to the United States from Porto Rico;” and also by 
strikir ! “Architect of the Capitol” and insertingin lieu thereof | 
the words “Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds.” 


Mr.DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, under the rules as they are now, 
the Architect of the Capitol has the right to the floor. There is 
no such officer since the last appropriation bill was passed in the 
last Congress changing the title to Superintendent of Capitol 
Building and Grounds, and the only purpose of that part of this 
rule is to make the rule correspond tothe fact. Sofaras the other 
part is concerned, there is a Commissioner from Porto Rico who 
is sent here to look after the interests of Porto Rico and to com- 
municate with members who are desirous of having information 
upon the interests of Porto Rico. It would seem only proper for 


him and certainly convenient for us to have him have the right 
to the floor. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, this rule pro- 
vides that the Superintendent of the Capitol and the Commis- 
sioner from Porto Rico shall have the privilege of the floor, 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. SULZER. That is all? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I want to ask if this gives to the Delegate 


f 


~ 


‘om Porto Rico the same power of speech on the floor as is pos- 
ssed by Territorial Delegates? 

Mr. DALZELL. No; it does not. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

PAYMENT OF SESSION EMPLOYEES. 

I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
lution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The gentleman from California asks unani- 


5 


Mr. LOUD. 
eration of the resi 
SPEAKER. 


The 
mous consent for th 


present consideration of a resolution from 


I call up the following privileged report: | 


resolution will be read by the Clerk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a sufficient sum is hereby authorized to be paid by the 
Clerk of the House, out of the contingent fund of the House, ascompensation 
to the session employees of the House of Representatives, from and includ- 
ing the Ist day of July, 1902, until the close of the Sea of Congress, 
whose employment during the first session of the Fifty-seventh Congress was 
authorized by law, at the rates of compensation specified in the act author- 
izing their employment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I should like to ask if this resolution has been unanimously 
reported by the committee. 

Mr. LOUD. I will state that the resolution has not been re- 
pe yrted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
the committee at all? 

Mr. LOUD. The resolution was handed to me. It was re- 
| garded impossible to get a meeting of the Committee on Accounts, 
| I will state that this resolution simply provides for the payment 
of the session emyloyees beyond July 1. Where Congress has 
| continued in session heretofore beyond the ist of July, a joint 
resolution has been passed providing for this payment. As it is 
| supposed that we may adjourn in a few days, it was suggested, 

after consultation with the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
| propriations, that we make this provision for these employees out 
of the contingent fund for the two or three days remaining, 
Otherwise they could not be paid. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


AND CHICKASAW 


Has it been considered by 





| CHOCTAW INDIANS, 


| Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report on 
the bill (H. R. 13172) to ratify and confirm an agreement with 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and for other pur- 
poses, and I ask unanimous consent that the statement of the 
| House conferees be read in lieu of the report. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas calls up the con- 

ference report on the bill H. R. 13172, and asks unanimous con- 
| sent that the statement alone be read. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement, which, together with the confer- 
ence report, is printed in the Recorp of June 27. 

Mr. CURTIS. I move the adoption of the conference report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
| was laid on the table. 
DUPLICATE CERTIFICATES OF DISCHARGE, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 97) to author- 
ize the Secretary of War to furnish duplicate certificates of dis- 
charge, with a Senate amendment thereto. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. CAPRON. I move that the House concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to, 

ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RIVER RAILROAD COMPANY. 


| The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 12805) 
| requiring the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company to 
extend its Eleventh street line, and for other purposes, with Sen- 
ate amendments thereto. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. JENKINS. I move that the House disagree to the amend- 
ments of the Senate and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the House Mr. Bascock, Mr. Mupp, and Mr. 
Meyer of Louisiana. 

TAXES AND TAX SALES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 11400) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act in relation to taxes and tax sales 
in the District of Columbia,” approved February 28, 1898, with 
Senate amendments thereto, 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. JENKINS. I move that the House concur in the Senate 
amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WASHINGTON HEIGHTS TRACTION RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 12086) to 
extend the time for the construction of the East Washington 
| Heights Traction Railroad Company, with Senate amendment, 
|! which was read. 
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Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in | be considered in Committee of the Whole House on the state of 


the amendment of the Senate. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF THE SUPREME COURT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5809) 
for the further distribution of reports of the Supreme Court, 
with Senate amendments, which were read. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the House agree to the Senate amendments to this bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unan- 
imous consent that the House agree to the amendments of the 
Senate. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

FIRST REGIMENT OHIO VOLUNTEER LIGHT ARTILLERY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 619) 
providing for the recognition of the military service of the offi- | 
cersand enlisted men of the First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Light 
Artillery, with an amendment of the Senate, which was read. 

Mr. DICK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House nonconcur 
in the Senate amendment and ask for a conference, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves to noncon- 
cur in the Senate amendment and ask for a conference. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair announces the following conferees 
on the part of the House: Mr. Capron, Mr. Dick, and Mr. Hay. 


JASON E, FREEMAN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7013) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jason E. Freeman, with a Senate 
amendment, which was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

RANSOM SIMMONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 12549) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Ransom Simmons, with a Ser-te 
amendment, which was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move concurrence in the 
Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DESERT-LAND ENTRIES, YAKIMA COUNTY, WASH. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- 
ing Senate bill, substantially the same as a House bill, favorably 
reported by a committee of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 6091) extending the time for making final proof in desert-land en- 
tries in Yakima County, State of Washington. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the time for making final proof on unperfected, 
uncontested, and uncanceled desert-land entries in Yakima County, Wash.., 
be, and the same is hereby, extended for one year from the date of the pas- 
sage of this act, but no other or additional expenditure shall be made than is 
now required by law. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I ask for the passage of the Sen- 
ate bill. 


et 





The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the | 


Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. JONES of Washington, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, Iask that the House 
bill on the same subject be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that will be done. 
ORGANIZATION OF PRIVATE CORPORATIOYS IN THE DISTRICT OF 

ALASKA, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a Senate 
bill identical with a bill favorably reported to the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 6139) providing for the organization of private corporations in 
the district of Alaska. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. WARNER (during the reading). Mr. Speaker, in view of 
the fact that I propose an amendment to the bill, I ask unanimous 
consent that the further reading of the bill be dispensed with, in 
order to have the amendment read. 

a SPEAKER. Isthe amendment in the nature of a substi- 
ute? 

Mr. WARNER. I move to amend the Senate bill by striking 
out all after the enacting clause and inserting in lieu thereof the 
following. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. A pointof order. I do not 
understand how this bill is claimed to be in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated when he laid the bill before 
the House it is a Senate bill identical with one favorably reported 
by a committee of the House to the House, and not requiring to 


the Union. The question is onthe request of the gentleman from 
Illinois to dispense with the reading of this bill and to have read 
in lieu thereof a substitute which he proposes to offer. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If this is identical, why a 
substitute? 
_ Mr. WARNER. The substitute has some additions to the orig- 


inal. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then it is a different bill, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will explain. The gentleman has 
the right to call up the bill. It is privileged clearly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair further understands that the 
amendment to it differs from both bills, and the suggestion is to 


| dispense with the reading of this bill, which is not the one to be 


considered ultimately, and have read the bill which is to be con- 
sidered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. May I inquire what com- 
mittee has reported this House bill? 

Mr. WARNER. The Committee on Revision of the Laws re- 
ported the House bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from [Illinois in the way of a substitute 
bill make any appropriation of public money or public land? 

Mr. WARNER. None whatever. It provides that the license 
money in municipalities in Alaska shall go to the municipalities 
for the support of municipal schools, lights, hospitals, and the like. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I submit that that would 
require consideration in the Committee of the Whole. And if so, 
is it not in order? 

The SPEAKER. That may bein the amendment. The Chair 
can not decide that until it is before the House. Is there objec- 
tion to the request to dispense with the reading of the bill? 

Mr. SULZER. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 
ask if that is all that this bill does—give the license fees to the 
towns and villages in Alaska? 

Mr. WARNER. Thatisall, withthisexception. It will change 
the forms of ,pleading and practice in admiralty as now pro- 
vided by the code, and restore the common-law pleading and 
practice in admiralty cases. Then, in addition to that, the only 
thing in which this amendment differs from the original bill is 
that it gives the license fees to the municipalities for municipal 
purposes. 

Mr. SULZER. What else does the bill do? 

Mr. WARNER. The other part of the bill gives authority to 


| organize corporations in Alaska the same as anywhere. There is 


| some difference in the phraseology, and it uses the word “ di- 
| rector ’’ instead of ‘‘ trustee.”’ 

Mr. SULZER. I would like to inquire of the gentleman what 
he means by giving the people in Alaska the right to organize 
corporations the same as everywhere else. 

Mr. WARNER. What dolImean? I mean that it authorizes 
the organization of private corporations in Alaska. Under the 
present law they can not be organized there—they can not take 
out certificates under the authority of the district. There is no 
law authorizing that, and you have to organize corporations else- 
where. 

Mr. SULZER. It gives authority to organize under the law. 

Mr. WARNER. It makes a law under which they can organ- 
ize them in Alaska. 

Mr. SULZER. What per cent of capital stock does it prox 
vide for? 

Mr. WARNER. It provides that it shall all be paid up. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object until 
after the amendment is read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I made the point of order, 
Mr. Speaker, that the bill appropriates public money, and it is 
too important to hurry through here without any consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is in order now; what the amend- 
ment may require is another matter. But this amounts to an 
objection, and the Clerk will continue to read the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WARNER (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, asit 
is getting quite late, I ask that the whole matter be postponed 
| until Monday morning and then have the right of way immedi- 

ately after the reading of the Journal; that the amendment may 
be printed in the RecorD, so that all can read it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that this matter may go over until Monday morning, to 
be considered as unfinished business, and that the amendment be 
printed inthe Recorp. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will we have the right to 
object to its consideration, Mr. Speaker? 

TheSPEAKER. Not to the consideration—that is privileged— 
but if any amendment is offered it will be open to objection. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so 
ordered. 


Then I have no objection, 


Mr. WARNER. My motion also included the request that | 


the amendment be printed in the REcorp. 
The SPEAKER. That will be done. 
The following is the amendment submitted by Mr. WARNER: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That section 54 of chapter 5 of title 2 of an act entitled ‘An act making 
further provision for a civil government for Alaska, and for other purposes,’ 
approved June 6, 1900, be, and is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“*Sec. 54. All the forms of pleading heretofore existing in actions at law 
and suits in equity are abolished, and hereafter the forms of pleading in 
causes in law and equity in courts of record and the rules by which the suf- 
ones of such pleadings is to be determined shall be those prescribed by 
this code.’ 

“Sec. 2. That section 469 of chapter 45 of title 2 be amended so as to read 
as follows: 

“* Sc. 469. In an action for the dissolution of the marriage contract the 
plaintiff therein must be an inhabitant of the district at the commencement 
of the action and for one year prior thereto, which residence shall be suffi- 
cient to give the court jurisdiction without regard to the place where the 
marriage was solemnized or the cause of action arose.” 

‘ - Src. 3. That section 201 of chapter 21 of title 3 be amended soas to read as 

OlOWS: 

“Sec. 201. The council shall have the following powers: 

“First. To provide suitable rules governing their own body and to elect 
one of their members president, who shall be ex officio mayor. 

‘Second. Toappoint, and at their pleasure remove, a clerk, treasurer, 
assessor, municipal attorney, police, and such other officers as they deem 
necessary. 

’ y Third. To make rules for all municipal elections, for the appointment 
of eiecti 
vide suitable penalties for violation of such election rules: Provided, That no 
officer shall be elected for a longer term than one year. 

‘Fourth. By ordinance to provide for necessary street improvements, 
sidewalks, cross walks, and sewerage. The cost of all or any such improve- 
ments may be collected by assessment and levy against abutting property, 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





m officials, and to provide for their duties and powers, and to pro- | 





JUNE 28, 





dent, person, or corporation for business carried on within the limits of any 
incorporated town, and collected by the clerk of the court, shall be paid over 
by the clerk of the United States district court receiving the same to the 
treasurer of such corporation, to be used for municipal and school purposes 
in such proportions as the court may order, but not more than 50 per cent 


nor less than 25 per cent thereof shall be used for school purposes, the re- 
mainder thereof to be paid _to the treasurer of the corporation for the sup- 
port of the municipality, and the clerk of said court shall take said treasur- 
er’s receipt therefor, in triplicate, one of which receipts shall be forwarded 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, another to the Attorney-General, and the 
other shall be retained by the clerk: Provided, That 50 per cent of all license 
moneys provided for by said act of Congress approved March 3, 1899, and any 


| amendments made thereto, that may hereafter be paid for business carried 
| on outside incorporated towns in the district of Alaska, and covered into the 


Treasury of the United States, shall be set aside to be expended, so far as 
may b2 deemed necessary by the Secretary of the Interior, within his discre- 
tion and under his direction, for school purposes outside incorporated towns 
in said district of Alaska.’ 

“Sec. 5. That title 3 of said act be amended as follows: 


“* CHAPTER 37. 
“*OF THE FORMATION OF PRIVATE CORPORATIONS. 


“*SecoTron 1. That three or more adult persons, bona fide residents of the 
district of Alaska, may form a corporation in the manner and subject to the 
limitations provided in this act, for the following purposes, to wit: 

‘+ First. To construct, own, and operate railroads, tramways, street and 
passenger railways, wagon roads, and telegraph and telephone linesin Alaska 

***Second. To acquire, hold, and operate mines in Alaska. 

“*Third. To carry on the fishery industry in all its branches in Alaska and 
in the waters contiguous and adjacent thereto. 

““*FPourth. To construct and operate smelters, electric and other power 
and lighting plants, docks, wharves, elevators, warehouses, and hotels in 
Alaska. 

“Fifth. To carry on trade, transportation, agriculture, lumbering, and 
manufacturing in Alaska. 

***All such corporations shall have the right to acquire and hold only such 
lands and other real estate as may be necessary to carry on the corporate 


| business. 


which assessment shall be a lien upon all such property assessed: Provided, | 


That a majority of such property holders consent, by petition or otherwise, 
to such improvements. 

“+ Fifth. By ordinance to provide for fire protection, water supply, lights, 
wharfage, maintenance of public schools, protection of public health, police 
protect.on, and the expenses of assessment and collection of taxes. 

‘Sixth. By ordinance to provide for the assessment and collection of a 
poll tax on all male residents between the ages of 21 and 60 years, and to im- 
pose a fine and penalty for refusal, neglect, or failure to pay such tax: Pro- 
vided, ‘Thatall members in good standing of any regular organized volun- 
teer fire company may be exempt. 

***Seventh. By ordinance to provide for taxing of dogs, and to provdie 
for impounding and destroying all dogs upon which such tax is not paid. 

**Eighth. By ordinance to provide for the assessment and levy of a gen- 
eral tax on real property, possessory rights, and improvements, and to im 





**And the board of trustees of such corporation shall have the right to 
make and amend the necessary by-laws not inconsistent with law. 

“*Sec. 2. That any three or more persons who may desire to form a cor- 
poration for one or more of the purposes specified in the preceding section 
shall make and subscribe written articles of incorporation in triplicate and 
acknowledge the same before any officer authorized to take the acknowledg- 


| ment of deeds, and file one of such articles in the office of the secretary of 


Pp ye a penalty for its nonpayment; and all such taxes shall be a preferred | 


ien upon the property so taxed, which lien may be foreclosed and the prop- 
erty sold as provided by chapter 42, Civil Code of Procedure: Provided, That 
the council may exempt from taxation all public property belonging to the 
municipality and all earch property used enchnalvely for public religious 


worship, to an amount not to exceed $2,500 in value for each denomination. | 1 


“*Ninth. By ordinance to ors for the assessment and levy of a tax on | 


personal property and a penalty for its nonpayment, and to provide for the 
distraint ond sale of sufficient goods and chattels belonging to the person 
charged with such tax to satisfy the same: Provided, That there shall be ex- 
empt from such assessment to each householder or head of a family house- 
hold goods, of which such person is the bona fide owner, not exceeding $200 
in vaiue 

“*Tenth. By ordinance to impose such license tax on business conducted 
within the corporate limits as the council shall deem reasonable, and to pro- 
vide for its collection by fine and penalty, as for violation of other ordi- 
nances: Provided, That the general exemptions provided for in chapter 31, 
Civil Code of Procedure for the district of Alaska, shall not apply to any tax 
lawfully levied against any property, as provided for in this chapter: Pro- 
vided further, That no such property tax as herein provided for shall exceed 
2 per cent on the assessed valuation of the property; and all assessments 
made by the corporation assessor shall be subject to review by the council, 
and appeals may be taken from their decision to the district court. No 
bonded indebtedness whatever shall be authorized for any purpose. 

““*Eleventh. By ordinance to provide reasonable punishment for the vio- 
lation of municipal ordinances by a fine not exceeding $200 or imprisonment 
in the municipal jail for a term not exceeding ninety days, or both, foreach 
Violation 

“Twelfth. To provide for the election of a municipal magistrate who 
shall have power to hear and determine causes arising under the ordinances 
of such corporation, and to punish violations of such ordinances: Provided, 
That all i 


all sentences of imprisonment imposed by said municipal magistrate 
shall be served in the municipal jail without expense to the Government of 
the U1 d States. All appeals to the district court from the judgments of 





such mun cipal magistrate shall be governed by the laws relating to appeals 
from the judgments of commissioners acting as justices of the peace. Such 
municipal magistrate shall receive a salary to be fixed by the council, and no 
fees or other compensation whatever; and all judgments imposed by said 
magistrate and collected shall be turned over to the treasurer of the corpora- 
= ané applied to the use and benefit of the municipality as the council may 
direct.’ 

“Sec. 4. That section 208 of chapter 21 of title 3,as amended by the act ap- 
proved March 3, 1901, be amended so as to read as follows: 

‘Spec. 208. The treasurer of the corporation shall be ex officio treasurer 
of the school board, and shall, before entering upon the duties of his office, 
take the oath prescribed by law and execute bond to the corporation in an 
amount to be determined by the judge of the district court, which bond shall 
be approved by the council and the judge of the district court and filed in 
the office of the clerk of the corporation, and he shall give such additional 
bond as the council or judge of the district court may from time to time di- 
rect, but in no event shall such bond be less than twice the amount of money 
in the hands of the treasurer at any one time, to be determined by the tax 


rolls and license books of the corporation, and of the clerk of the district 
court: Provided, That all license moneys provided for by act of Congress ap- 


proved March 8, 1899, entitled, “An act to define and punish crimes in the 
district of Alaska and to provide a code of criminal procedure for said dis- 


trict,” and any amendments made thereto, required to be paid by any resi- ' 


the district of Alaska, and another in the office of the clerk of the district 
court of the recording division in which the principal place of business of 
the company is intended to be located, and retain the third in the possession 
of the corporation. 

*** Said articles shall contain and state: 

““*First. The name of the corporation, the nature and character of the 
business, and the principal place of transacting the same. 

**Second. The time of commencement and the period of continuance of 
said corporation, which shall not exceed twenty years. 

“Third. The amonnt of capital stock of said corporation, and how the 
same shall be paid in, and the par value of the shares. 

‘Fourth. Phe highest amount of indebtedness or liability to which said 
corporation shall at any time be subject. 

**Fifth. The names and places of residence of the persons forming such 
corporation. 

**Sixth. The names of the first board of trustees, and in what officers or 
yersons the government of the corporation and the management of the af 
fairs shall be vested, and when the same are elected and their term of office. 

‘*Seventh. Said articles of incorporation may be amended when author- 
ized by the vote of a majority of the stock givenat a regular meeting of the 
stockholders. Such amended articles shall be cusaenel and acknowledged 
by the board of directors, or a majority of them. and shall be filed and re- 
corded in the same places and manner as the original articles. 

“*S-c. 3. That a copy of any article of incorporation filed pursuant to 
this act, and certified by the clerk of the district court in which the same is 
filed, or one of his deputies, or by the secretary of the district of Alaska, 
shall be received as prima facie evidence of the facts therein stated 

“*Sec. 4. That when the articles of incorporation have been filed,the per 
sons who have executed and acknowledged the same, and their successors, 
shall be a body corporate and politic in fact and in law under the namo 
stated in the articles of incorporation, and by such corporate name slial! 
have succession for the period limited in this act and shall have power— 

‘(a) To sue and to be sued in any court having jurisdiction; 
“*(b) To make and use’a common seal, and alter the same at pleasure; 
‘*(c) To purchase, hold, mortgage, sell, and convey real and personal 
property, except stock in other corporations, subject to the limitation here- 
inbefore prescribed; = 
‘(d) To appoint such officers, agents, and servants as the business of the 
corporation shall require, to define their powers, prescribe their duties, and 
fix their compensation; ¢ 
‘(e) To require of them such security as may be thought proper for the 
fulfillment of their duties, and to remove them at will, except that no trustee 
shall be removed from office unless by a vote of two-thirds of the stockholders; 

“*(f) To make by-laws not inconsistent with the laws of the district of 
Alaska and the laws and Constitution of the United States; 

“**(¢) To manage its property, regulate its affairs, transfer itsstock, and to 
carry on all kinds of business within the objects and purposes of the corpo- 
ration as expressed in the articles of incorporation. ie 

“*Src.5. That all private corporations incorporated under the laws of the 
State of Oregon as applicable to the district of Alaska prior to the 6th day of 
June, A. D. 1900, be, and are hereby, authorized to hold, acquire, own, and 
possess real and personal property, and to exercise corporate right subject 
to the limitations of this act. ; 

**Szc. 6. That the corporate powers of the corporation shall be exercised 
by a board of not less than three trustees, who shall be stockholders in the 
corporation, a majority of whom shall be residents of the district of Alaska, 
who shall, before entering upon the duties of their office, severally take and 
subscribe an oath to faithfully perform their duties as such trustees, and 
who shall, after the expiration of the term of the trustees first elected, be 
annually elected by the stockholders at such time and place within the dis- 
trict of Alaska and upon such notice and in such manner as shall be directe i 
by the by-laws or articles of incorporation of the corporation; but all elec- 
tions shall be by ballot, and each stockholder, either in person or by proxy, 
shall be entitled to as many votes as he may own or represent shares of stock, 
and the person or persons receiving a majority of the votes of all the shares 
of stock voting, a majority of the stock being represented, shall be trustee 
or trustees. Whenever any vacancy shall happen among the trustees, by 
death, resignation, or otherwise, except by removal and the election of a 
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cecceer, it shall be filled by appointment of the board of trustees for the 


unexpired term of such vacancy. 

“*Sxc. 7. That if it shall happen at any time that an election of trustees 
shall not be made on the day designated by the by-laws or articles of incor- 
poration of the corporation, the corporation shall not for that reason be dis- 
solved, but it shall lawful on any other day after due notice, prescribed 
by the by-laws, to hold an election for trustees in such manner as shall be 
provided for in the by-laws or articles of the corporation, and all trustees 
duly. see shall hold their office until their successors are elected and 
qualified. 
ee Sxc. 8. That a majority of the whole number of the trustees shall form 
a quorum of the board of trustees for the transaction of business, and every 
decision of a majority of the persons duly assembled as a board shall be valid 
as a corporate act. 

“* Sc. 9. That, except as otherwise provided in the articles of incorpora- 
tion or by-laws of the corporation, the first and all subsequent meetings of 
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shall be satisfied and reduced so as not to exceed the diminished amount of 
capital stock. 

***Suc. 18. That whenever it is desired to increase or diminish the amount 
of capital stock, a meeting of the stockholders shall be called by a notice 
signed by at least a majority of the trustees and published at least eight 
weeks in some newspaper of general circulation published at or nearest the 
principal place of business of the company in the district of Alaska, which 
notice shall specify the object of the meeting, the time and place where it 
is to be held, and the amount to which it is proposed to raise or diminish the 
capital, and a vote of two-thirds of all the shares shall be necessary to in- 
crease or diminish the amount of capital stock. 

‘**Tf at any meeting so called a sufficient number of votes have been given 
in favor of increasing the amount of capital a certificate of the proceedings, 


| showing a compliance with these provisions, the amount of the capital actu 
| ally paid in, the whole amount of debts and liabilities of the company, and 


the trustees shall be called by a notice signed by one or more persons named | 


as trustees in the certificate, or their successors, setting forth the time and 
place of the meeting, which notice shall be delivered personally to each 
trustee if he resides in Alaska, and published at least twenty days in some 
newspaper at or nearest the principal place of business of the corporation 
and in the district of Alaska. 

***Sxc. 10. That the stock of the corporation shall be deemed personal es- 
tate, and shall be transferable in such manner as shall be prescribed by the 
articles of incorperation or the by-laws of the corporation; but no transfer 
shall be valid except between the parties thereto until the same shall have 
been entered upon the books of the corporation so as to show the names of 


the parties, by and to whom transferred, the numbers and designation of | 


the shares, and the date of transfer. 

*** The stockholders of any corporation formed under thisact may, in the by- 
laws or articles of the corporation, prescribe the times, manner, and amounts 
in which payments of the stock subscribed by them, respectively, shall be 
made; but in case the same shall not be sosubscribed, the trustees shall have 
the power to demand and call in from the stockholders the sum or sums un- 
paid of the stock subscribed for or taken at such time, and in such manner, 
payments or installments, as they may deem proper. In all cases notice of 
each assessment shall be given to the stockholders personally or by registered 
letter and by publication in some newspaper at or nearest to the principal 
place of business of the corporation in the district of Alaska. If, after such 
notice has been given, any stockholder shall make default in the payment of 
assessments upon the shares held by him, so many of said shares may be sold 
as will be necessary for the payment of the assessments upon all shares held 
by him, her, or them at that time. 

'**The sale of such shares shall be made as prescribed in the articles or by- 
laws of the corporation, but shall in no case be made at the office of the cor- 
poration. No sale shall be made except at public auction, to the highest 
bidder, after notice of four weeks, published as in the case of notice of as- 

ssment; and atsuch sale the person who shall pay the assessment so due, 
together with the expenses of advertising and aale for the smallest number 
of shares or portion of a share, as the case may be, shall be deemed the high- 
est bidder: Provided, That after the delivery of the certificates of stock to 
the stockholders no call shall be made at any one time for more than 10per 
cent of the par value of the stock, and that calls shall not be made oftener 
than once in thirty days, unless otherwise provided in the articles of incor- 

orat.on, 
; ***Sec. lL. That whenever any stock is held by a person as executor, ad- 
ministrator, guardian, trustee, or in any other such representative capacity, 
he shall represent such stock at all meetings of the corporation, and may 
vote accordingly as a stockholder in person or by proxy. 

“*Szc. 12. That any stockholder may pledge his stock by delivery of the 
certificate or other evidence of his interest, but_may nevertheless represent 
the same at all meetings and vote as a stockholder. 

**Sgco. 13. That it shall not be lawful for the trustees to make any divi- 
dend in new or additional stock, or to make any dividend, except from the 
net profits arising from the business of the corporation, or to divide. with- 
draw, or in any way pay to the stockholders, or any of them, any part of the 
capital stock of the company, or to reduce the capital stock of the company 
unless in the manner prescribed in this act or in the articles or amended 
articles of incorporation or by-laws; and in caseof any violation of the pro- 
visions of this section the trustees under whose administration the same may 
have happened, except those who may have caused their dissent therefrom 
to be entered at large on the minutes of the board of directors at the time, 
or were not present when the same did happen, shall, in their individual 

1r private capacities, be jointly or severally liable to the corporation and the 
creditors thereof, in event of its dissolution, to the full amount so divided or 
reduced or paid out: Provided, That this section shall not be construed to 
prevent a division and distribution of the capital stock of the corporation 
which shall remain after the payment of all its debts upon the dissolution of 
the corporation or the expiration of its charter. 


| 


**Sec. 14. That no corporation shall issue any of its stock, except in con- | 


sideration of money, labor, or property estimated at its true money value. 
Ea 
the 


"Sec. 15. That no person holding stock as an executor, administrator, 





ch and every stockholder shall be personally liable to the creditors of | 
‘company for the amount that remains unpaid upon the par value of such | 


guardian, or trustee, or holding it as collateral security, or in pledge, shall | 


be personally subject to any liability as a stockholder of the company; but 
the person pledging the stock shall be considered as holding the same and 


shall be liable as a stockholder, and the estate and funds of the owner of | 


ck in the hands of an executor, administrator, guardian, or trustee hold- 
ing the stock shall be liable in like manner and to the same extent as the 
testator or intestate, or the ward or person interested in the trust fund would 
have been if he or she had been living and competent to act and hold the 
stock in his or her name. 

Sec. 16. That every corporation organized under this chapter shall, 
within one month after filing articles of incorporation, adopt a code of by- 


laws for its government, and shall have its principal office in the district of | p 
: : | Statement of the managers on the part of the House at the confer 
' 
h 


Alaska and keep in such office its general and principal books of account, in- 


cluding its stock books and record books, and its principal managing officer 
or superintendent shall reside within the district of Alaska. 
corporation shall keep correct and complete books of account of its business, 
and a correct and complete record of all its proceedings, including such as 
relate to the election of its officers. Every such corporation shall also keep 
a book containing the names of its stockholders ever since its organization, 
showing the place of residence, amount of stock held, the amount paid on 





the amount to which the capital stock is to be increased or diminished shall 
be made out, signed, and verified by the affidavit of the presiding officer and 
secretary of the meeting, certified to by a majority of the trustees, and filed 
as articles of incorporation are required to be filed by section 2 of this act 

“*Sec. 19. That in like manner as provided in the preceding sections, and 
upon such additional notice as may be provided in the articles of incorpora- 
tion or by-laws, any of the general provisions of the articles of incorporation 
may be amended and upon like vote, unless a different vote be required in 
the articles of incorporation; but such amended articles must be filed as pre- 
scribed in section 2 of this act. 

“*Sxc. 20. That every corporation of the district of Alaska shall, on or be- 
fore the Ist day of September of each year, file in the office of the clerk of 
the district court of the recording division where its principal office is located 
a list containing the names of its principal officers, including the officers men 
tioned in subdivision 1 of section 46 of the Code of Civil Procedure for the 
district of Alaska, and whenever any such officers are changed or substituted 
shall, within thirty daysaftersuch change or substitution, file a notice thereof 
in like manner with such clerk. 

“**Sec. 21. That any corporation organized under this act, when no other 
mode is specially provided, may, when its debts and liabilities are duly paid 
or secured, dissolve by a written resolution to that effect, at a meeting of 
the stockholders specially called for that purpose, by a vote of the owners of 
at least two-thirds of the stock of the corporation. One copy of such resolu 
tion, together with a certificate thereto attached signed by the president 
and secretary, or, if none, the corresponding officers, and sealed with the 
corporate seal, stating the facts that all the debts and liabilities of the cor- 
poration have been duly paid or secured, and the fact and date of the adop- 
tion of such resolution, and that such is a true copy of the original. the 
whole number of shares of stock, the shares of stock whose owners voted for 
its adoption, shall be filed as articles of incorporation are required to be filed 
under section 2 of this act. Thereupon the corporation shall cease to exist 
except for the winding up of its affairs. 

** *Sec. 22. That all corporations whose terms of existence shall expire by 
their own limitations, or which shall be voluntarily dissolved in the manner 
provided in the preceding section, or which shall be dissolved by the judg- 
ment of court, shall nevertheless continue to be bodies corporate for three 
years thereafter for the yengese of prosecuting and defending actions, and 
for enabling them to settle up and close their business, pay their debts, dis 
pose of and convey their property, and divide their capital stock, but for no 
other purpose; and when any corporation shall be so dissolved, the trustees 
or managers of the affairs of such corporation at the time of its dissolution, 
by whatever name they shall be known, shall, subject to the power of any 
court of competent jurisdiction to make in any case a different provision, 
continue to act as such during said term, and shall be deemed the legal ad 
ministrators of such corporation, with full power to settle its affairs, pay its 
debts, sell or dispose of or convey all of its property, both real and personal, 
collect the outstanding debts, and, after paying the debts due and owing by 
such corporation at the time of its dissolution and the costs of such adminis- 
tration, divide the residue of the money and other property among the 
stockholders thereof. 

“**Szc. 23. That the president, secretary, and treasurer of any corporation 
organized under the provisions of this act shall quarterly, under their signa 
ture and oaths, make out and publish for three successive weeks, in a news 
paper of general circulation in the district of Alaska, a joint statement show 
ing: First, the number of shares of capital stock outstanding: second, the 
amount paid in on each share of stock: third, the actual paid-up capital of 
the corporation; fourth, the just cash value of the property of the corpora 
tion and the character and nature of the same; fifth, the debts and liabilities 
of the corporation, for what the same were incurred; sixth, the salaries paid 
each and every officer, manager, and superintendent of the corporation dur 
ing the last year, and seventh, the increase or decrease of the stock, the capi- 
tal, and the liabilities of the corporation during the last quarter, and the 
grounds for such increase or decrease, if any.’ ”’ 


CONFERENCE REPORT ON AMENDMENT TO CODE OF LAWS FOR THE 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I call up conference report on 
the bill S. 498, an act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend 
the laws for the District of Columbia,’’ and ask unanimous con- 
sent that the reading of the report be omitted and that the state- 
ment only be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin calls up the 


| conference report and asks that the reading of the report be 


Every such | 


such stock, and time of transfer of stock. The books of every such corpora- | 


tion shall, at all reasonable times, be open to the inspection of stockholders. 

“Src. 17. That any corporation created under this chapter m~y, subject 
to the provisions of the same, increase or diminish its capital stock to any 
amount within the limits fixed by the articles or amended articles of incor- 
poration; but before any corporation shall be entitled to diminish the amount 
of its capital stock, if the amount of its debts or liabilities shall exceed the 
sum to which the capital stock is proposed to be diminished, such amount 





omitted and that the statement only be read. 

[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
{For conference report see House proceedings of June 27. | 
The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 


Is there objection? 


ence on the 

disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to 
the bill (S. 493) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a code of law 
for the District of Columbia.” 

The first amendment provides for a reduction in the number of the jus- 
tices of the peace from ten to six, instead of to four, as provided by the House, 
the reduction to take place as the present justices retire from office, either 
by death, resignation, or expiration of terms. 

“The second amendment provides for changes in the subdistricts to corre 
spond with the reduction of the number of justices of the peace 

The third amendment leaves section 7 of the code as it is at the present 
time. 

The fourth amendment provides that the nominations of justices of the 
peace shail continue to be confirmed by the Senate. 

The fifth amendment is simply a change in legal phraseology. 

The sixth amendment provides that the employees of the office of the 
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register of wills shall be restricted to the number actually necessary to the 
proper conduct of that office, and makes the compensation of this officer to 
correspond with that received by the register of deeds and the clerk of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia. 

The further amendments aresimply verbal, or changes in the legal phrase- 


ol ey. 
JOHN J. JENKINS, 
SAML. W. SMITH, 
W.S. COWHERD. 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The conference report was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
GEORGE H, PAUL. 
Mr. OTJEN. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill which I send to the desk—Senate bill 1949. 
The SPEAKER. This is one of those bills objected to yester- 


day and as to which the gentleman who objected has since stated | 


that he withdrew his objection. 


The bill (S. 1949) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to ap- | 


point George H. Paul a warrant machinist in the Navy was read, 
as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to | 


appoint George H. Paul to fill an original vacancy in the 100 warrant ma- 
chinists in the Navy, authorized by section 14 of the act approved March 3, 
1899, entitled “‘An act to reorganize and increase the efliciency of the person- 
nel of the Navy and Marine Corps of the United States,” notwithstanding he 
was about seven months beyond the age limit at the time of examination, he 
having passed the examination, near the top of the list, under a misappr : 
hension as to the age limit, and having served twelve months at the Naval 
Academy and four years at sea in the Government service as an engineer. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill, which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. OTJEN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

ARTURO R. CALVO. 


Mr. SLAYDEN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (8. R. 118) authorizing the Secretary of War to receive for 
instruction at the Military Academy at West Point Arturo R. Calvo, of 
Costa Rica. 

solved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secre- 

y be, and he hereby is, authorized to permit Arturo R. Calvo, of 

ica. to receive instruction at the Military Academy at West Point: 

, That no expense shall be caused to the United States thereby: 

led further, That in the case of the said Arturo R. Calvo the pro- 
ections 1320 and 1321 of the Revised Statutes shall be suspended. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution; which was ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SLAYDEN, a motion to reconsider last vote 
was laid on the table. 


CONSULAR OFFICERS AS ADMINISTRATORS, ETC. 


Mr. COUSINS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (8. 4762) to prevent any consular officer of the United States from ac- 
cepting any appointment from any foreign state as administ rator, guar- 
dian, or to any other office of trust, without first executing a bond, with 
security, to be approved by the Secretary of State. 

Be it enacted, etc., That no consular officer of the United States shall ac 
ptan appointment from any foreign state as administrator, guardian, or 
any other office of trust for the settlement or conservation of estates of 
eased persons or of their heirs or of persons under legal disabilities, with- 
uting a bond, with security, to be approved by the Secretary of 

», and in a penal sum to be fixed by him and in such form as he may 
conditioned for the true and faithful performance of all his duties 

» law and for the true and faithful accounting for, delivering, 

ver to the persons thereto entitled of all moneys, goods, effects, 


») his use as such administrator, guardian, orin other fiduciary 


md shall be deposited with the Secretary of the Treasury. In case 
of a breach of any such bond, any person injured by the failure of such officer 
faithfully to discharge the duties of his said trust according to law, may in- 
stitute, in his own name and for his sole use, a suit upon said bond and there- 
upon recover such damages as shall be legally assessed, with costs of suit, for 
which execution may issue in due form; but if such party fails to recover in 
the suit, judgment shall be rendered and execution may issue against him 
for costs in favor of the defendant; and the United States shall in no case be 
liable for the same. The said bond shall remain, after any judgment ren- 


} 
lered thereon, asa security for the benefit of any person injured bya breach | ...+ . . : ; 
n 7 A ’ . | 11573) for the relief of settlers on lands granted in aid of the construction ol 


of the condition of the same until the whole penalty has been recovered. 
Sec. 2. That every consular officer who accepts any appointment to any 


office of trust mentioned in the preceding section withont first having com- 


plied with the provisions thereof by due execution of a bond as therein re- | 


quired, or who shall willfully fail or neglect to account for, pay over, and 
deliver 
entitled 

than $5,000. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 


eration of the joint resolution; which was ordered to a third read- 


ing, read the third time, and passed. 
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On motion of Mr. COUSINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ARANSAS HARBOR TERMINAL RAILWAY, 


Mr. KLEBERG. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 15270) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the Aransas 
Harbor Terminal Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Cor- 
pus Christi Channel, known as the Morris and Cummings ship channel, in 
Aransas County, Tex.” 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled ‘An act authorizing the Aransas 
Harbor Terminal Railway napane to construct a bridge across the Corpus 
Christi Channel, known as the Morris and Cummings ship channel, in Aransas 
County, Tex.,” approved May 4, 189%, is hereby reenacted, and section 5 of 


| the said act is hereby amended to read as follows: 


“Sec. 5. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed 
within three years from May 4, 1902.” 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. KLEBERG, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


RELIEF SETTLERS ON WAGON-ROAD GRANTS, 


Mr. MOODY of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 11573) for the relief of set- 
tlers on lands granted in aid of the construction of wagon roads, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the provision of the act of June 22, 1874, entitled 
“An act for the relief of settlers on railroad lands,” and all acts amendatory 
thereof or supplementary thereto, including the act approved March 3, 1887, 
entitled ““An act to provide for the adjustment of land grants made by Co 
gress to aid in the construction of railroads and for the forfeiture of un 
earned lands, and for other purposes,” as modified or supplemented by the 
act approved March 2, 1896, entitled ““An act to provide for the extension of 
the time within which suits may be brought to vacate and annul land 
patents, and for other purposes,” shall apply to grants of land in aid of the 
construction of wagon roads. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. CANNON. I should like to know something about this. 
It seems to be very sweeping legislation, covering a great deal of 
ground. 

Mr. MOODY of Oregon. There is now on the statute books a 
law permitting railroad companies to exchange lands that have 
been erroneously patented to settlers for other lands within the 
limits of the grant, and it was thought that that act was broad 
enough to cover settlers on wagon-road grants, but the Secretary 
of the Interior holds that it is limited to settlers on railroad 
grants. He recommends that settlers upon wagon-road grants 
be accorded the benefits of settlers upon railroad grants, which 
we seek to do by this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. There has been no grant for a wagon road 
within forty years. Are these old grants? 

Mr. MOODY of Oregon. They are; they antedate the overlap- 
ping railroad grant. This bill simply permits an exchange where 
patents have been granted and the lands erroneously located by 
the settlers without fault upon their part. 

Mr. MONDELL., I understand that the Secretary of the In- 
terior has recommended the passage of this bill, and that it has 
been unanimously reported by the Committee on the Public Lands 
of this House. 

Mr. MOODY of Oregon. Yes; that is true. 

Mr. CANNON. How much land will probably be covered by 
the bill? 

Mr. MOODY of Oregon. 


OF 


Only a few sections, because it is lim- 


| ited to the erroneously patented lands, which is but a small pro- 


rty which shall come to his hands or to the hands of any | portion of the grant 
g > 


If it is in order and permissible, I would like to have this report 
printed in the RrecorpD following my remarks: 
[House Report No. 2243, Fifty-seventL Congress, first session. ] 


SETTLERS ON LANDS GRANTED IN AID OF THE CONSTRUCTION OF WAGON 
ROADS. 
May 26, 1902, referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be printed 
Mr. Moopy of Oregon, from the Committee on the Public Lands, submitted 
the following report (to accompany H. R. 11573): ‘ 
The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 


wagon roads, having had the same under consideration, beg to submit the 
following report with the recommendation that the bill do pass. 

There has never been any question in the minds of those posted upx mn the 
subject of the rights of settlers upon the public domain under the provisions 


any money, property, or effects so received to any person lawfully | 2nd limitations of the laws relating to preemption and homesteading that the 
hereto, after having been requested by the latter, his representa- | Provisions for the relief of settlers upon lands granted to railroads, who 
gent so to do, shall be deemed guilty of embezzlement and shall be | 


» by imprisonment for not more than five years and by a fine of | 


without fault upon their part, and who in all respects were actual settlers, 
lost their right, should as well extend to settlers upon wagon roads aided by 
rants and in all respects like the grant-aided railroads. he justice in this 
ill is apparent upon the most cursory investigation of the subject. _. 
There is appended heretoand made a part of this report a communication 
from the honorable Secretary of the Interior, who earnestly favors this bill. 
The suggestions made by him in his communication have been adopted, and 
the bill is fully in accord with his ideas of the matter. 








1902. 





The communication referred to follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 10, 1902. 

Srr: Under your reference of the 3lst ultimo, I have considered the bill 
(H. R. 10516) for the relief of settlers on lands granted in aid of the construc- 
tion of wagon roads. I suggest that the bill be amended in line 5, after the 
word “lands” and before the word “shall,” by the insertion of the words 
“and all acts amendatory thereof or supplementary thereto, including the 
act aeeree March 8, 1887, entitled ‘An act to provide for the adjustment 
of land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads and 
for the forfeiture of unearned lands, and for other purposes,’ as modified or 
supplemented by the act approved March 2, 1896, entitled ‘An act to provide 
for the extension of the time within which suits may be brought to vacate 
and annul land patents, and for other purposes.’ ” 

The actof June 22, 1874, has been somewhat amended and supplemented by 
later legislation, notably the act of August 29, 1890 (26 Stat. L., 369), and set- 
tlers upon wagon-road grants, if accorded the benefits of settlers upon rail- 
road grants, as I think they should be, should also be accorded the benefits 
of all the legislation upon the subject. 


The act of March 3, 1887 (24 Stat. L., 555), isin terms Seat only to rail- | 


road land grants, but there is every reason why it should be equally extended 
to wagon- grants. It was later modified or supplemented by the act of 
March 2, 1893. (29 Stat. L., 42.) 

The amendment here suggested would have the effect of extending to 
wagon-road grants upon equal terms all of the general legislation relating to 
railroad land — which has been enacted for the relief of settlers and 
bona fide purchasers, respectively. = 

I sincerely hope that this bill, with the amendments suggested, will re- 
ceive the early and favorable consideration of Congress. 

Very respectfully, 
E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. 

The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS, 

House of Representatives. 

Mr. LACEY. This bill refers to an old wagon-road grant in 
the State of Oregon. The law for the relief of settlers along the 
Northern Pacific Railroad and other railroads will by this bill be 
extended to settlers who have by mistake taken lands covered by 
wagon-road grants. 

Mr. CANNON. It allows them lands elsewhere, as I under- 
st 
six thousand acres. 

Mr. LACEY. Only five or six sections. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time, and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MOODY of Oregon, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS AT MONTGOMERY, ALA. 


Mr. WILEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the | 


present consideration of the bill (H. R. 14839) providing that the 
circuit court of appeals of the fifth judicial circuit of the United 


States shall hold at least one term of said court annually in the | 


city of Montgomery, in the State of Alabama, on the first Mon- 
day in September in each year. 

The Clerk read the bill at length, together with the amend- 
ments thereto. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk has read. Is there objection? 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. WILEY. I would ask the gentleman to withhold his ob- 
jection for a moment in order that I may make a statement. 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana. I will withhold it for that purpose. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. Speaker, although the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. Davey] informed me in advance that he would feel 
constrained to object to the present consideration of this merito- 
rious bill, I indulged the hope, after the very full explanation I 
made to him and which I now make to the House, that he would 
withhold his objection. 


This bill isin the interest of public justice and purposes to bring | 


the court of appeals to the people instead of having litigants and 
their attorneys go a long distance and at great expense and in- 
convenience, to New Orleans, in attendance upon the court of 
appeals whenever held there, and there only. The present fifth 
circuit of the United States is composed of the States of Alabama, 
Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, and Texas. The court 


of appeals is held at New Orleans. This measure does not deprive | 


the city of New Orleans of any right, privilege, or advantage 
which that hospitable city possesses. 

It does not purpose to take away from the people of Louisiana 
any means or facility for the speedy dispatch of any law business 
in which the people of that city or State are interested in anywise 
ormanner. It simply proposes to have the court of appeals hold 
one term a year in the city of Montgomery, the capital of Ala- 
bama, in order to hear and determine cases originating within 
the limits of that State. 

Moreover, Mr. Speaker, there was an agreement entered into 


between the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. FLEMING], the gentle- | 


man from Texas [Mr. LANHAM], and myself, as the immediate 
Representative of the Montgomery district, that a bill providing 
for the holding of one term of the court of appeals at Atlanta in 
the month of October in each year, another bill providing for the 
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holding of the term of said court at Fort Worth in the month of 
November in each year, anda third bill providing for the holding 
of one term of said court in the city of Montgomery in the month 
of September in each year, should be reported favorably from 
the Judiciary Committee (which has been done), and we were to 
use our best endeavors to have each and all of said bills pass this 
House at the present session, and as speedily as possible. 

The bills establishing courts at Atlanta and Fort Worth have 
been permitted, without objection, to pass this House. The 
Speaker was cognizant of this agreement and kindly consented 
to recognize each of us in turn, in order for us, respectively, at 
the proper time to ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of each of these measures. Relying upon that agree- 


| ment in perfect good faith I interposed no objection. 


On yesterday, the 27th instant, the Speaker would have recog- 
nized me, and in the absence from the Chamber of the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. Davey] this bill unquestionably would have 





passed the House and gone to the Senate for immediate action; 


| but owing to objections interposed by the gentleman from Ten- 


stand. The land covered will not amount to more than five or | 


nessee [Mr. Moon] to the present consideration of several meas- 
ures the regular order was called, I failed to obtain recognition, 
and the matter went over until to-day. 

I have acted in perfect good faith; and the objection now raised 
by the gentleman from Louisiana puts me to an unjust disadvan- 
tage. I submit I merit better treatment at his hands, and in the 
| light of this candid statement I sincerely hope he will withdraw 
his objection, particularly as we are now in the closing hours of 
the present session, rendering it more than probable that the 
| Senate would not have time to consider this bill if it passes the 
| House; and therefore his customary courtesy and kindness to 
| me, under the circumstances, would not likely be of any disad- 
| vantage to him, while it would relieve me from much embarrass- 
ment and take me out of the shadow of false position. 

The fifth circuit as at present constituted is an immense ter- 
| ritory—a vast domain—and it is not just or fair to litigants and 
| their attorneys to compel them all to go to New Orleans to attend 
the courtof appeals there, and not elsewhere. Montgomery is in 
the center of Alabama and the capital of the State. Nine differ- 
ent lines of railway concenter there. We have in our supreme 
court perhaps the finest law library in the South, in easy access 
to the Federal court room and judges. 

This Congress voted an appropriation of $75,000 to enlarge the 
Government building to meet the exigencies of the public busi- 
ness. Nota single good or sufficient reason can be assigned by 
| mortal man why this bill should not become alaw. It is in ac- 
cord with the genius of our institutions, with the spirit of our 
Constitution, which declares in substance that justice shall be ad- 
ministered without barter, sale, delay, or denial. 

There is no conflict in the dates when these courts shall sit. 
These several courts thus sought to be authorized to be held were 
intended to accommodate the legal business of these three States, 
respectively; that is to say, the court to be held at Montgomery 
should only have jurisdiction to try causes arising in Alabama, 
the court to be held at Atlanta should only have juris@jction to 
try causes arising in Georgia, while the court to be held at Fort 
Worth should only have jurisdiction to try causes arising in Texas. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. ALEXANDER], from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the following unanimous 
report, which accompanied this bill, and as it fully and clearly 
| explains its purpose and beneficial operation, I will read the same: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
14839) providing that the circuit court of appeals of the fifth judicial circuit 
of the United States shall hold at least one term of said court annually in the 
city of Montgomery, in the State of Alabama, on the first Monday in Sep- 
| tember in each year, have considered the same and report it back with the 
recommendation that it do pass as amended. 

The bill provides that business arising in the State of Alabama shall be 
disposed of at a session of the court to be held at least once a year in Mont- 
| gomery, Ala., instead of at the distant city of New Orleans. The theoretical 
advantage of the change thus made seems clearly apparent, and its practical 
| advantage will no doubt be shown by experience. 

The amendments recommended are as follows: 


Amend by adding to section 2 the following: z 
** Provided, That nothing herein contained shall prevent the court from 


| hearing appeals or writs of error wherever the said court shall sit, in cases 
of injunctions and in all other cases which under the statutes and the rules, 
or in the opinion of the court, are entitled to be brought toa speedy hearing.” 
This amendment was deemed necessary so as to prevent any delays and 


similar embarrassments that might arise from a strict construction of the 
language of the original bill asto the time of hearing issues in said court. 

Also amend by adding the following: : 

Sec. 5. That the clerk of said court is authorized and permitted to pay, out 
of the fees and emoluments of his office, first, the expenses incurred by him 
in transporting from his office in New Orleans, La., to Montgomery, Ala.,and 
in transporting from Montgomery, Ala., to New Orleans, La., the records, 
books, papers, files, dockets, and supplies necessary for the use of the court 
at its terms to be held in Montgomery, Ala.; second, an allowance for actual 
| expenses, not exceeding $10 per day, to cover travel and subsistence for each 
day he may be required to be present at Montgomery, Ala., on business con- 
nected with said office, such expenses and allowance to be approved and al- 
lowed by the senior judge of the fifth judicial circuit. 

This amendment fixes no orignal liability on the United States, but simpiy 
charges the expenses mentioned against the fees and emoluments of the office 
of clerk. 
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Now, I have laid my heart bare before the gentleman, and un- 
der the circumstances I beg him to withdraw his objection and let 
the bill be now considered. I only ask him to do unto me as he 
would like me to do unto him if our positions were reversed. 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 


| when the House meet on Monday next it meet at 11 o’clock in- 


Mr. Speaker, had I been present | 


yesterday. or had my colleague, General Mryer, of Louisiana, | 


been present on the floor of the House, we would have objected 
to the consideration of the bill giving a similar privilege to At- 
lanta. Neither of us was present, and the bill went through. 
went to th 
compelled, at the request of the Bar Association of New Orleans, 
to object to the consideration of this bill. 
and at their request. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

At the request of Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, by unanimous 
consent, reference of the bill (S. 6232) for the relief of I. I. Barber 
was changed from the Committee on Private Land Claims to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. THOMPSON was granted leave 
to print in the Recorp remarks on the bill (H. R. 14920) to 
establish a Soldiers’ Home in Alabama. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, bills of the Senate of the follow- 
ing titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to 
their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 6298. An act to amend section 2743 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, concerning the examination of drugs—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

S. 4546. An act to provide certain souvenir medals for the bene- 
fit of the Washington Monument Association, of Alexandria, Va.— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT. 


I | 


» gentleman this morning and told him that I would be | 


I do so with regret, | 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- | 


ported that this day they presented to the President of the United 
States. for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 3519. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Marble; 

H. R. 14182. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
B. Lynch; 

H. R. 13598. An act granting a pension to John J. Southerland; 

H. R. 9187. An act granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
A. Hammond; 

H. R. 10856. An act granting a pension to Jacob Findley; 

H. R. 12056. An act granting an increase of pension to Warren 
C. Plummer; 

H. R. 14247. An act to authorize the Charleston, Suburban and 
Summerville Railway Company to construct and maintain two 
bridges across Ashley River, in the State of South Carolina; 

H. R. 6005. An act granting a pension to James A. Chalfant; 

H. R. 2978. An act for the relief of Joseph H. Penny, John W. 
Penny, Thomas Penny, and Harvey Penny, surviving partners of 
Penny & Sons; 

H. R. 10964. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
M. Beebe; 
R. 

. Johnson; 

i. R. 8327. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the 
protection of the lives of miners in the Territories; 

1. R. 12097. An act to amend the internal-revenue laws in re- 
) storekeepers and gaugers: 

11019. An act directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
bestow medals upon First Lieut. David H. Jarvis, Second Lieut. 
Elisworth P. Bertholf, and Samuel J. Call, surgeon, all of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service; 

H. R. 18123. An act making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1903, and for other purposes; 

H. J. Res. 103. A joint resolution relative to the disposition of 
patent specifications and drawings in the western district of 
Pennsylvania; 

H. R. 3110. An act to provide for the construction of a canal 
connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans; 

H. R. 6570. An act to amend the act of May 12, 1900, authoriz- 
ing the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to redeem or make 
allowance for internal-revenue stamps: 

H. R. 2641. An act for the relief of Albion M. Christie; 

H. R. 12804. An act making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903; and 

H. J. Res. 6. A joint resolution in relation to monument to 
prison-ship martyrs at Fort Greene, Brooklyn, N. Y. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous cansent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Rump te for ten days, on account of important business. 


stead of 12. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that when the House meet on Monday next it meet 
at 11 o’clock. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 6 o’clock and 44 minutes), 
the House adjourned till Sunday, June 29, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting an answer to 
a resolution of the House relating to claim of St. Charles College, 


+in Missouri—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 


be printed. 

A letter from’ the Doorkeeper of the House, transmitting an in- 
ventory of all furniture, etc., under his charge on this date—to 
the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. MINOR, from the Joint Select Committee on the Disposi- 
tion of Useless Papers in the Executive Departments, submitted 
a report (No. 2724); which said report was referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona, from the Committee on the Territories, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13846) author- 
izing the county of Maricopa, Territory of Arizona, to issue bonds 
for the construction of reservoirs and dams for water storage, 
and for other purposes, reported the same with amendments, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2727); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PEARRE, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14899) to 


AND 


| amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate The National Flor- 


| ence Crittenton Mission, 


99 


reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2729); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Revision of the Laws, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15330) to pro- 
vide for the organization of private corporations in the district 
of Alaska, reported the same without amendmsit, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2731); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont, from the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the joint resolution of the House 
(H. J. Res. 8) tendering the thanks of Congress to Rear-Admiral 


O00. Au ack miemiinds ane sea of : Ea- | Louis Kempff, United States Navy, for meritorious conduct at 
#5308. An act granting an Increase of pension to Ed-/| tary China, reported the same without amendment, accompa 


oO”. 


nied by a report (No. 2732); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10753) 
for the relief of Commander Augustus G. Kellogg, retired, United 
States Navy, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2725); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. . 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to which was referred the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 125) 
for the relief of Naval Cadet William Victor Tomb, United States 
Navy, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 4 


| report (No. 2726); which said bill and report were referred to the 
| Private Calendar. 


| 


Mr. CAPRON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1471) for the reliet 


_of Henry G. Rogers, reported the same without amendment, 


| 
| 


| 


accompanied by a report (No. 2728); which said bill and report 


were referred to the Private Calendar. os . 
Mr. SNODGRASS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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relief of Jackson Pryor, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2730); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands. to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6232) for the relief 
of J. J. Barber, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2783); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Private Land 
Claims was discharged from the consideration of the bill (S. 
6232) for the relief of I. I. Barber, and the same was referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 








PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 15303) to establish the Melville 
Engineering Laboratory—to the Committee Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 15804) to pro- 
hibit the coming into and to regulate the residence within the 
United States, its Territories, and all territory under its jurisdic- 
tion, and the District of Columbia, of Japanese and persons of 
Japanese descent—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Revision of the 
Laws: A bill (H. R. 15330) to provide for the organization of 
private corporations in the district of Alaska—to the House Cal- 
endar. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A resolution (H. Res. 322) for the considera- 
tion of S. 5956—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BELL: A resolution (H. Res. 325) calling on the Secre- 
tary of War for information relative to the management of Gov- 
ernment gardens and disposition of products—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DICK: A resolution (H. Res. 326) for the consideration 
of H. R. 11654—to the Committee on Rules. 


By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A resolution of the general as- | 


sembly of the State of Louisiana, favoring the early completion 
of the locks at Plaquemine, Iberville Parish, and Ouachita River, 
Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 15305) granting a pension to 
Henry H. Tryon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 15306) granting a pension to | 


William B. Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Claims. 


the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15309) for the relief of Marie Gondolfo-—to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 15310) for the relief of Harriet | 


Kyler—to the Committee on War Claims. 


to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13660) for the | 





By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 15319) granting a pension 
to Martha Moore-——to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15320) granting a pension to Eliza Phillips— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15321) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Blanchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15322) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Coats—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15323) granting an increase of pension to 


Cynthia R. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| 


| 
| 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15324) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Burditt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15325) granting an increase of pension to 
John Pangratz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15326) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Thurston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15327) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15328) granting an increase of pension to 
Charlotte E. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 15329) granting an increase of 
pension to Elizabeth Rosenbarger—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A resolution (H. Res. 323) to pay Ralf 
Dent for services as page—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. LASSITER: A resolution (H. Res. 324) referring House 
bills Nos. 996, 1006, 9119, 9121, and 9122 to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 








PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolution.of the Israelite Alliatie of 


| America, of New York City, relating to the discrimination against 





| the Jews by the Russian Government—to the Committee on For- 


eign Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky: Petition of R. M. Field and others 
in favor of House bills 178 and 179, for the repeal of the tax on 
distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: Resolution of the Israelite Alliance of Amer- 





| ica, New York City, in relation to the attitude of the Russian 


Government toward American citizens attempting to enter its 
territory—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolution of the Israelite Alliance of 
America in relation to the attitude of the Russian Government 


| toward American citizens attempting to enter its territory—to 


the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BRICK: Petition of P. M. Shore and 3 others, of Roch- 
ester, Ind., urging the reduction of the tax on alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EVANS: Papers to accompayy House bill 13851, grant- 


| ing an increase of pension to Samuel Smith—to the Committee on 

By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 15307) for the relief | 
of the heirs of Henri de St. Roman—to the Committee on War | 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 15308) for the relief of Emil L. Soulié—to | 
| sell B. Merriam—to the Committee on Claims. 


Invalid Pensions. 
Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Harriet Kyler— 


By Mr. FOSS: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of Rus- 


By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Resolutions of the Israelite Alliance of 


| America in relation to the attitude of the Russian Government 


| 


toward American citizens attempting to enter its territory—to 


| the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15311) for the relief of Andrew Shoenfelt | 
for supplies furnished United States troops during the war of the | 


rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FEELY: A bill (H. R. 15312) granting an increase of 
pension to John Oester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15318) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Vance—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 15314) for the relief of Russell B. 
Merriam—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 15315) granting a pension to 
Mary Robbins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: A bill (H. R. 15816) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to indemnify the holders of pre- 
emption and homestead certificates and certificates of entry 
and patents upon lands in Oregon within the so-called The Dalles 
military road grant on account of failure of title, and to procure 
a relinquishment of the paramount title to the United States—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 15317) granting an increase 
- pension to Minerva A. Bing—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 15318) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert D. Davis—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


By Mr. GIBSON: Papers of John C. Julian, of Knox County, 
Tenn., in relation to war claim—tothe Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Mary Robbins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Protest of the Second 
Corps of Cadets of the Massachusetts Volunteer Militia, of 
Salem, Mass., against the passage of House bill 11654—to the 
Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of druggists of Columbus, Ind., 


| in favor of House bill 178. for the reduction of the tax on alcoho! 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of Louis Tepe and other drug- 


| gists, of Evansville, Ind., favoring House bill 178, for the reduc- 


tion of the tax on aleohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. IRWIN: Paper to accompany House bill 15169, granting 
an increase of pension to John Gordon—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. ; 
Also, paper to accompany House bill 15168, granting a pension 
to William M. Heaton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, paper to accompany House bill 15171, granting a pension 
to Joseph B. Slaughter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, paper to accompany House bill 15170, granting a pension 
to Timothy Owsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. JACK: Petition of W. I. Moore and E. E. Wineman, of 
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Homer City, Pa., 
the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KEHOE: Petition of Howard Jett and 3 other retail 
druggists of Cynthiana, Ky., urging the reduction of the tax on 
alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. KERN: Petition of merc hants of New Athens, Il., pro- 
testing against the proposed post-check law—to the Committee on 


Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
3y Mr. KITCHIN: Petitions of W. S. Allen and others, 
Reidsville. and J. C. Simmons and others, of Graham, 
Ewbanks Drug Company, of Chapel Hill, N. C., urging the re- 
duction of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on W ays and 
Means. 

By Mr. LONG: 
a pension to Eliz 


valid Pensions. 


the 


Papers to accompany House bill 15230, granting 
abeth A. Blanchard—to the Committee on In- 


By Mr. McCALL: Petition of citizens assembled in Faneuil 
Hall, Boston, Mass., June 26, 1902, praying that Apolinario Ma- 


bini, Emilio Aguinaldo, and other like representative Filipinos 
be permitted to come to the United States to submit their views 
and give information to the American Government within hear- 
ing of the American people—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, petition of retail druggists of Medford and Somerville, 
Mass., in favor of House bill 178, for the reduction of the tax on 
alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

3y Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Petitions of B. B. Grubb, of Oak- 
town; John D. Bell and other druggists, of Harrodsburg: R. E. 
Eveleigh and others, of Bloomfield, Ind., for reduction of the tax 
on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. ~ 

By Mr. PALMER: 
coke, Pa., favoring the erection of a statue to the late Brigadier- 
General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

3y Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petitions of T. J. Forrey, of 

Wawaka; H. M. Phillips and Mintzer, Weaver & Co., of Ashley; 
R. C. Cameron and J. D. Black, of Fremont, and A. R. Otis and 
three other druggists of Kendallville, Ind., in favor of the Joy 
bill the reduction of tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 
' By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of Broadway Business Men’s As- 
sociation, North Jefferson Business Men’s Association, and Cold 
Springs Business: Men’s Association, all of Buffalo, N. Y., favor- 
ing a bill to authorize the Mather Power Company to construct 
experimental span in Niagara River at Buffalo, N. Y.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolution of Israelite Alliance of America, 
asking relief from Russian hostile action against the Jews—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Papers to accompany 
House bill No. 13848, granting an increase of pension to O. D. 
Heald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. ZENOR: Petition of J. A. Graham, M. H. Dougherty, 
. Doolittle, and 7 other druggists of Jeffersonville, Ind., favor- 

the enactment of House bill 178, reducing the tax on alcohol— 
to the Committee on W ays and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3007, for the relief of 


no 


Richard F. F ulle r—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SUNDAY, June 29, 1902. 
The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing y prayer: 
Almigh ty God, our Heavenly Father, we lift up our hearts in 


gratitude to Thee for a deep, tender, sympathetic nature, which 
enables us aa only to enter igto the joys and sorrows of our fel- 
lows, but enables us to appreciate all that is truly noble and great 
in them, and we bless Thee for the beautiful custom which pre- 
vails in the American Congress which, at the death of a member, 

brings them together ina memorial service that they may ten- 
derly and feelingly express their sense of loss and pronounce fit- 
ting eulogies and encomiums on his life and character. 

We are here to-day, O Lord, feeling keenly the loss of two 
mbers of this House, who for their ability, strength of charac- 


S 


In¢ 


ter, » manly bearing, and distinguished services have left vacant 
chairs w “= ‘h can not be easily filled, and we truly mourn their 
loss. We bless Thee for the excellency of their lives, for their 


dis tinguished and efficient services to their country, for the wor- 
thy example they have left behind them as statesmen and patriots. 
And we thank Thee that their colleagues and associates will hold 
up to the world their characters in the light of truth as examples 
worthy of study and emulation. And we bless Thee that this day 
has been selected, since it is really the Lord’s day—the day of the 
week on which the immortality of the soul was demonstrated and 
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in favor of House bill 178, for the reduction of | confirmed, which assures us that death is not an extinction of 


| being, but an epoch—an eveyt—in the grand eternal march of ex- 


of | 
and | 


istence. Let Thy blessing bé upon this service, and fit us all by 
the discipline of the now that we may enter upon the then fully 
prepared for whatever awaits us. 

Comfort, we beseech Thee, the bereaved families with the 
blessed assurance of a never-ending reunion, where the angel of 
death never enters, where joy and peace eternal shall reign sy- 
preme, and glory and honor and praise be Thine through Jesus 
Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 


ap- 


| proved. 


Petition of Polish Political Club of Nanti- 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE CUMMINGS, 


Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker,I offer the resolutions which 
I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers the 
following resolutions, which will be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended in order that 
an opportunity may be given for tributes to the memory of Hon. Amos J 
CUMMINGS, late a member of the House of Representatives from the Stata 
of Ne w York 

ved, That as a particular mark of sane to the memory of the de- 
ceased, — in recognition of his eminent abilities asa distinguish: od pul 
servant, the House, at the conclusion of the memorial proceedings of this 
day, shall stand adjourned. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 

_Resoived, That the Clerk be, and he is hereby, instructed to send; 
of these resolutions to the family of the deceased. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following re- 
quest for unanimous consent. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a resolution which 
the Clerk will now read to the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. McCLELLAN asks unanimous consent— 

That all members be permitted to print remarks upon the life, charact 
and services of the late Amos J. a, s 

That the report of the funeral services held in memory of the late - 
J. CUMMINGS on the floor of the House May 4, 1902, be printed in the 
volume with the report of these proceedings; and 

That he be permitted t ) print as a partof his remarks the report of the 
memorial exercises held at Carnegie Music Hall, New York, on June 22, 1; 
under the aus spices of Typogrs aphic al Union No. 6 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 


Res 


Copy 
4 COPy 


Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, the life of Amos J. Cun- 
MINGS was one of such intense interest, of such ceaseless activity 
and varied experience, his character was so many-sided, that in 
speaking of his life work one is almost overwhelmed by the 
wealth of material from which tochoose. Printer and newspaper 
man, editor and man of letters, soldier of fortune and soldier for 
the Union, politician in the best sense of the word, and Representa- 
tive in Congress for many years, there was scarcely a phase of 
human life and human sympathy with which he was unfamiliar. 
Always ready to sound the praises of others, always ready to 
recognize merit and worth in political enemies, CUMMINGS was 
one of the most modest men where he himself was concerned. A 
delightful companion, an inimitable story-teller, he used to de- 


| scribe the experiences of his life from the point of view of an on- 
| looker, 


as though he himself had had no share in the stirring 
deeds in which he had taken part. 

A filibuster under Walker in his last expedition to Nicaragua, 
CuMMINGS began a life of adventure at an age when most boys 
are still at school. On the outbreak of the civil war he enlisted 
in the Twenty-sixth New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and cam 
out as sergeant-major of the regiment. He fought at aeiteloms 
Chk ae ellorsville, and Fredericksburg. For his gallantry at Salem 
Heights, May 4, 1863, he received the Congressional medal o! 
honor. He was justly proud of the knot of ribbon he wore in 
his buttonhole—the bit of ribbon of such small money value and 
of such immeasurable worth. The regiment was ordered tosu 
port a battery in resisting a Confederate charge. Suc h was thi 
desperate gallantry of the Confederates that CuMMINGS’s re; rime 
broke and began to retire, leaving the battery in the hands of t! 
enemy. Seizing the colors from the hands of the color-sergeant, 
who had been mort illy wounded, Cummines turned and, under a 
galling fire, ran back to the captured guns. The regiment halted, 
rallied around him, and the guns were recovered. 

CUMMINGS became a compositor on the New York Tribune, an d 
helped to save the Tribune office from the mob during the draft 
riots in 1863. Later on he became editor of the Weekly Tribune, 
and afterwards joined the staff of the New York Sun, subse- 
quently becoming its managing editor. 

In 1886 he was elected to the House of Representatives in the 
Fiftieth Congress. He declined a renomination on becoming 


+ 








managing editor of the New York Evening Sun, but was reelected 
to the Fifty-first Congress to fill the vacancy caused by the death 
of the Hon. 8.8. Cox. He was reelected to the Fifty-second and 
Fifty-third Congresses, and defeated for the Fifty-fourth, but 
elected in another district to fill the vacancy caused by the death 
of the Hon. A. J. Campbell. He was reelected to the Fifty-fifth, 
Fifty-sixth, and Fifty-seventh Congresses. He thus had a con- 
tinuous service of nearly fifteen years. His record was a con- 
vincing proof of the wisdom of keeping good men in Congress. 
The longer he stayed, the greater became his influence and the 
greater his usefulness to the people of New York and to the | 
country. 

His best work was performed as chairman of the Committee on | 
Naval Affairs and when in opposition as head of the minority of 
that committee. He was recognized not only here, but every- 
where, as one of the greatest authorities on naval matters. As | 
a member of the Committee on Library his ability as a literary 
man showed itself in some of his reports on public monuments, 
which are classics. But his membership on the Committee on 
Labor was always nearest to his heart. It is probable that he | 
was prouder of what he was able to accomplish in his fifteen | 
years of service in the cause of organized labor than he was of 
any of the many useful acts in his useful life. Always a 
member of Typographical Union No. 6, the interests of organ- 
ized labor were his especialcare and pleasure. In his death labor 
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There were many beautiful traits in this man’s character. Not 
only was he patriotic and broad minded and courageous, as ex- 
emplified in a long and distinguished public career, but there were 
so often displayed in his daily life those little touches of human 
character which indicate the strong and mighty purpose of the 
man. He was a great lover of nature, and it is doubtful whether 
any man ever becomes great who does not love nature. Heoften 
used to hie himself to a small camp on the banks of the Susque- 
hanna River, where during a portion of the summer months he 
spent his time fishing. He loved the running waters, the shapely 
trees, and delighted in calling and coaxing the birds and squirrels 
tohim. His letters from Florida upon the trees and beauties of 
nature are well worth reading. His knowledge of botany and of 
floriculture was remarkable. He was truly nature’s child. 

He seemed to understand nature in all its various manifesta- 
tions, and no one has ever read his letters, where he spoke each 
week to more people than any member of Congress, but what they 


| were struck with the breadth of hisgknowledge. He seemed to 


commune with the fish of the sea and the fowls of the air and the 
animals that walk upon the earth. 

If [had time I could give many instances of this, how at one 
time he set at liberty a whole box of unfortunate tadpoles which 
had been left high and dry by the tide, and how every day for 
months he fed the squirrels in Capitol Park, and would often go 
to market to buy nuts for the little fellows, who became so tame 





lost one of its best and wisest friends. 


He was an unassuming man, of simple, gentle nature, with a 
marvelous capacity for making friends and for retaining them. 


A profound lover of nature and her beauties, he had a profound 
trust in and love of mankind. The world is richer because he 
lived, and poorer because he died. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, much has been said in tribute to the 


memory of the man we mourn to-day, but not too much, for Amos | 
J. CUMMINGS was not made in the ordinary mold. He was a | 
marked man of his generation and his time. He thought much, | 
he wrote much, he labored much, and therefore unto him much | 


honor is due. 
I first met AMos J. CUMMINGS when I came to this House as a 


member of the Fifty-fourth Congress. My associations extended | 


from that time until the day of his death, but I carne to know 


him well in connection with his work on the Naval Committee. | 


He was at one time chairman of that committee, and ever had the 
interests of the naval service thoroughly at heart. He was al- 
ways regularly at the meetings, even to the last few weeks before 
his death when it caused him a great deal of effort and pain to 


be present. No one was better posted on naval affairs than he. | 


He had made it his peculiar study during his Congressional career 
and was familiar with every branch of the great subject. 

Mis sympathy was particularly with the enlisted men of the 
Navy—the under dogs, so to speak, of the Navy—the men who 
make possible the victories of our great commanders. These are 
the men whose condition he sought to better, because he believed 
that the strength of the personnel of the Navy lay in the content- 
ment and training of the enlisted men, and to his splendid work 
is due in no small degree the preparedness of the Navy in our last 
war, and while it is proper that we should give credit to the offi- 
cers and men who actually engaged in that conflict that added 
Manila and Santiago to the pages in our naval history, yet it must 
be said that much is due also to AMos J. CUMMINGS, who, long 
before the war came, saw the necessity of building up our strong 
arm upon the sea, of appropriating money for the building of 
ships, so that when the war should come we would be ready to 
meet the foe. 

In my associations with Amos J. Cumminas I found him always 
to bea broad and generous man. He differed from his colleagues 
on many important questions, upon which any man might have 
reasonable differences, and strove for what he believed to be 
right, yet he never took advantage of his opponent. He fought 
out in the open, and he fought with a determination which even 
those who differed from him were wont to respect and admire. 


[t is said that all the world loves a fighter, and no manlier fighter | 


ever lived than Amos J. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. CUMMINGS was a good partisan, but a better American. 
He realized that there should be no partisanship in the Navy any 
more than there should be in the Army. He appreciated that 
magnificent sentiment of Webster that ‘‘At the water’s edge all 
politics should cease.’’ It was the same spirit which he mani- 
fested on the floor of the House when he said, ‘‘ May I be para- 
lyzed when I vote against a proposition for the comfort and shel- 
ter of American soldiers.’’ That same sentiment actuated him 
in all the great and small questions which he was ealled upon to 
consider in connection with the maintenance and building up of 
the American Navy. He ever stood the strong supporter of the 


Army and the Navy, the defenders of our country upon land and 
sea, 
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that they ate from his hands. Hehad acanary in his room which 
he would always take to his meals with him and while eating 
would converse with the bird. 

I could relate a very touching incident of his life which exem- 
plified the real self of the man in rescuing from a burning build- 
ing a poor burned dog, which he carefully nursed and tenderly 
cared for, and which ever afterwards became his constant com- 
panion in his home. He was a friend of everything that crept 
and chirped and barked and sang and grew and toiled and spun 
in nature’s garden. He exemplified in his life the teachings of 
Holy Writ—he that giveth most receiveth most. He was, in- 
deed, nature’s child and in love with her, and loving much he 
was most beloved, 

Another splendid trait about this man was that his sympathies 
went out constantly to his fellows around him, those who were 
struggling up life’s highway, to the unfortunate and the down- 
trodden and the depressed. He knew what life’s struggle was. 
He had climbed from the lowliest round and he never spurned 
| the way by which he climbed. He was the outspoken champion 

of labor. His great aim in life was to better labor’s condition. 

Another thing about this man was that he was never too big 
to be known as ‘‘Amos.”’ In fact, it pleased him to be called by 

| his Christian name. Every child in the block in which he lived 
called him ‘‘Amos,’’ not in disrespect, but in the fullness of affec- 
tion for the man. And so to-day we mourn this man of broad 
sympathies, of large capacities, and great abilities, who had been 
successful in many avenues of life, one of the best journalists—a 
disciple of Greeley and of Dana—a true and loyal soldier, a broad 
statesman, a captivating public speaker; but we who. knew him 
so well mourn him most of all as our friend and colleague, with 
all the wealth of meaning which those terms imply. 

He was a great lover of books. He roamed over the fields of 
literature gathering unto him sentiments and ideas as he roamed 
over the hills and valleys and dales. The last thing which this 
lover of books read preparatory to taking his journey to the neigh- 
boring city for the operation which resulted in his death was this 
extract from a book by Sir Jonah Barrington, entitled ‘‘ The Rec- 
ollections of his Own Times,” and I read it now, as it seems ap- 
propriate to the hour and occasion: 

3ut another quality of inestimable value I possess, thank heaven, in a de- 
gree which, at my timé of life, if not supernatural, is not very far from it, 
a memory of the greatest and most wide-ranging powers. Its retrospect is 
astonishing to myself, and has wonderfully increased since my necessary 
application to a single science has been dispensed with. The recollection of 
one early incident of our lives never fails to introduce another, and the 
marked occurrences of my life from childhood to the wrong side of a grand 


climacteric are at this moment fresh in my memory in all their natura! tints 
as at the instant of their occurrence. 


CUMMINGS. 


Happy, cheerful, loyal man, 
Built upon the God-like plan, 
Always doing something good 
For his human brotherhood; 
Memory, with her magic spell, 
O’er the years shall fondly tell 
How his glorious, active mind 
Loved and wrought for all mankind. 
JOHN A. JOYCE. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., May, 1902. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, in the hurry and pressure of leg- 
islative life I have not had time to prepare remarks touching our 
late colleague. And yet this morning, in this Hall, with the 
House in session where I have so often met the late Representa- 
tive, who was my friend, I feel that I want to say a word about 
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his services and his character. I think, perhaps, he would have 
had a word of sympathy for my friends if the circumstances had | 
been reversed. More than that, my heart prompts me to give a | 
word of sympathy to his family and friends. 

The life in this House is a strenuous life. The contests are | 
sharp and decisive. The House has to assist, and in the main | 
originate, legislation that makes for the good or otherwise of | 
80,000,000 people. Sometimes we laugh about it. 

Sometimes we say that Representatives have easy 
anybody can be a Representative; as he can if he is chosen by a 
constituency. Easy berth! But gentlemen know, I think the 
country knows, and I know, that Amos J. CummInes realized the | 
fact that it takes all of the industry, all of the culture, all of the | 
devotion of an honest man and a patriot to perform the duties of a 
Representative properly in this House. He came in 1887,if I recol- 
lect aright, in the Fiftieth Congress, and served continuously to the 
end. God gavehimmanlycourage. He wasintellectually honest. 
A great many people can be honest—that they will not steal, accept 
bribes or give bribes—that‘is grand and splendid when tempta- 
tion comes. But in his whole make-up he was honest and manly 
as well as courageous. In my service with him I never heard a 
word uttered by him or witnessed an action that made me say 
that he was striking or desired to strike below the belt. He would | 
give good hard knocks, but there was no treachery in his make- 
up. His communications were yea, yea,and nay, nay. And Iam 
glad to say, after some length of service in this House, that that 
is the rule and not the exception. 

He was here; he is absent. The Master said on one occasion, | 
‘** Let the dead bury thedead.’’ If I understand what that means, 
it is that when the life is gone—born, living, dying, less than forty 
years upon the average—it is that there is no time for the past 
except as we may benefit by it in walking in the present and 
prophesying as to the future. Nothing short of infinite power | 
can call him back. That infinite power never has been exercised 
from the beginning, and never willbe. The human animal moves 
under fixed law, as all matter is under fixed law. 

This man, a moving and ambitious man, achieved his place— 

| 








times—that 


printer, journalist, soldier, statesman, and all comprehended in | 
the word ‘‘man.’’ A hundred years from now, yes, fifty years from 
now as men pass back in the lobby and see the portraits of ex- | 
Speakers and point out one after another and say, ‘‘ Where did he | 
come from?’ as we do of some of the portraits now; in fifty years, | 
and no man can mention the names of members of this Congress. | 
Then some one may say, ‘‘ Why do we strive to perform our duty?” | 
Because we are part and parcel of the sovereign force of a free 
people. We believe in our race. The product of those races of | 
people that have evoluted, worked out their own salvation, each 
generation achieving an advance and the next generation hold- 
ing that advance and going a day’s march farther on. 

I think Mr. CuMMINGs, from conversations with him, but more | 
particularly from his actions, realized what I have spoken of. He | 
had pride that he belonged to that race, and made his contribution 
to the general good, and was content, as I think we all are, after 
having thus contributed, to depart in peace, feeling while we 
will be swallowed up by the great majority and our individuality | 
be forgotten, yet we have contributed our respective mites to the 
advancement and achievements of that race to which we belong. 

But what of the other side of the river? Revelation and faith 
tell us that we will not cease to exist. We enjoy the universal 
desire that is to be found in each human unit from the begin- | 
ning of the race to the present time for the life beyond this life. | 
The universal protest against extinction is the strongest kind of | 
evidence that our respective individualities are not to be wiped | 
out. And without repeating the words or recollecting the poet, 
but somewhere in my reading, here or there, I recollect some | 
poem, I think entitled ‘‘ Night,’’ and the central thought, beauti- 

i 
| 
| 





fully expressed, was that as the sun disappears behind the horizon 
the stars and the glories of the heavens appear; and we all have 
the faith that with death the individuality remains and the glo- 
ries of space appear; and all hope and believe that somewhere in 
the great beyond, under universal law, as it has been from the 
beginning, we will each one continue to achieve the place in the 
infinite existence that we are entitled to occupy. 

I trust when I shall cross the dark river that I may arrive at 
that place in space or condition where I will meet such men as 
Amos J. CUMMINGS and men with whom I served who crossed the 
river—Samuel J. Randall, William D. Kelley, Benjamin Butter- 
worth, S. S. Cox, and many others that I could name—and in 
such condition I shall be glad and content. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, the recent sad and untimely 


death, in the city of Baltimore, of our lamented colleague, Amos 
J. CUMMINGS, was a grievous blow to his sorrowing and bereaved 
family, a terrible affliction to his innumerable friends in every 
walk of life throughout the entire land, and an irreparable loss to 
the country which he loved so well and for so many years served 
so faithfully. 
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| atrue type of ideal American manhood. 
| man, he had no counterpart, he was sui generis. 


| of ability, a man of parts, a true poet, and a lover of nature. 
| was a soldier, a pioneer, and a statesman, generous to a fault—a 


| ture an ornament, 





JUNE 29, 





For a long time, sir, I knew Mr. CumMINGs intimately and per- 
sonally, and I loved him with an affectionate regard like unto that 
of a brother. We had for years been warm friends socially and 


| politically, and his unfortunate death affected me with an inex- 


pressible and poignant grief. SometimesI can hardly realize that 
dear old Amos, as we loved to call him, is with us no more; that 
he is gone—forever. But the sadness of his taking off teaches us 
tirat life, after all, is fleeting and transitory, and that one by one 
Wwe pass away and beyond—over to the great majority—to that 


| undiscovered country from whose bourne no traveler returns. 


Life here at most is but a day—from dawn to darkness. Let us, 
then, on this solemn occasion resolve so to live that when the in- 
evitable summons shall come we will be prepared and answer, 
** Ready.” 

So live that when thy summons comes to join 

The innumerable caravan which moves 

To that mysterious realm where each shall take 

His chamber in the silent halls of death 

Thou go not, like the quarry-slave at night, 

Scourged to his dungeon, but, sustained and soothed 

By an unfaltering trust, approach thy grave 

Like one that wraps the drapery of his couch 

About him and lies down to pleasant dreams. 

Mr. Speaker, Amos J. CUMMINGS wasa man of brain and brawn— 
He was no ordinary 
He had a genial 
nature, a companionable disposition, a sanshiny manner, a happy 
faculty of making others happy, and withal a lovable character. 
he was a child of our free institutions, eminently a self-made 
man, and the truearchitect of his own career. He was the friend 
of the rank and file, a sincere believer in the principles of Thomas 
Jefferson, and a Democrat in its broadest and most liberal sense. 
He loved the Union, gloried in the greatness of the flag, and was 
the eloquent friend of the soldier. He was a typesetter, a writer 
He 


kindly, loyal, noble-hearted man upon whose like we shall not 
look again. His name was a household word in our land and, 
beyond doubt, he was one of the best-known men in our country, 

He knew men and he was familiar with books. He was an in- 
dustrious student, an untiring worker. He had, in the highest 
sense, journalistic talent, a quick sense of humor, a searching in- 
sight into truth, and a zest for news. He had a graphic style, an 
imaginative mind, and indefatigable energy. He saw things in 
their true light and his comprehensive mind grasped them and 
pictured them in a way that wasas felicitous as it was original. In 
his death the press of the country lost a shining light and litera- 
If he had remained exclusively in the news- 
paper field, he would have stood at the head of the profession and 
long ago have been the editor of a great metropolitan daily, with 
all its honors and emoluments. But he liked public life and 
wanted to help his fellow-man. Hisrecord in Congress is familiar 
to us all, and it is an honest, noble, patriotic record that all his 
friends can now and ever hereafter point to with pride. It will 
be his most lasting monument, more enduring than marble or 
brass. But he will live, too, in the memory of his friends, of 
those who really knew him, of those who loved him, of the thou- 
sands whom he helped and benefited while living, of those he 
cared for, of the people whose servant he was, of humanity which 
he loved and for which he struggled all his life to raise to a higher 
plane and push forward a step in the onward march of civiliza- 


tion. These will not forget him; they will keep his memory green 
in thankful hearts and fond recollections forever and a day. 
When gratitude o’erflows the swelling heart 
And breathes in free and uncorrupted praise 


For benefits received, propitious heaven 
Takes such acknowledgment as fragrant incense 
And doubles all its blessings. 


Mr. CuMMINGS was one of the most delightful companions I 
ever knew, a raconteur, a genial friend, and an accomplished 
conversationalist. He was a man of infinite jest, and his sponta- 
neous wit bubbled over. He could talk as entertainingly as he 
could write interestingly; but his heart was always with the poor 
and afflicted. He never failed to aid them and to comfort them. 
He knew the good old rule that one can only be happy by mak- 
ing others happy. He followed thisrule. He believed in it. He 
did good for the sake of doing good. He helped thousands, sym- 
pathized with the oppressed, urged the toiler onward, stood for 
the higher civilization, and worked incessantly to make the world 
better and greater and grander. Col. John A. Joyce, of this city, 
wrote these beautiful and poetical lines about Mr. CuMMINGS 
when he died: 


Happy. cheerful, loyal man, 

Built upon the God-like plan; 
Always doing something good 

For his human brotherhood. 
Memory, with her magic spell, 

O’er the years shall fondly tell 

How his glorious, active mind 
Loved and wrought for all mankind. 
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It is indeed a beautiful stanza, a genuine tribute, sums up the | Mr. Cummines frequently chanted, to the delight of his friengls, 


life and work of Mr. CuMMINGS, and the words—grand words— 
should be inscribed on his tombstone and committed to memory 
by every friend he had. They are true of Amos, He liked Colo- 
nel Joyce and Colonel Joyce liked him. They were boon com- 
panions for many years. They frequently met here in Washing- 
ton, talked over the poets, and sang the old songs that will never 
die. Noone in this city will miss him more than dear old Colonel 
Joyce, unless it be William R. Smith, of the Botanical Gardens, 
who would say of AMos what Bobby Burns said of Highland 
Mary: 

But oh! fell death's untimely frost, 

That nipt my flower sae early. 

Mr. Speaker, Amos J. CUMMINGS was born May 15, 1841, in 


Conkling, N. Y. Both his father and his grandfather were | 


clergymen. His father was editor of the Christian Palladium 


and the Christian Messenger, and at 12 Amos became an ap- | 


prentice in the composing room. After gaining some experience, 
he left home and earned his own living as a compositor in West- 
ern and Southern cities. He often said he had set type in every 
State in the Union, and he never surrendered his membership 
ticket in Typographical Union No.6. He remained a member of 
that famous type-setting union until his death. 


While in Mobile in 1857 he joined the Walker expedition to take | 


Nicaragua, which wound up in capture by the United States sloop 
of war St. Mary, now the school-ship of that name. 

Upon his release he came to New York and entered the com- 
posing room of the Tribune. At the beginning of the war he en- 
listed in the Twenty-sixth New Jersey Volunteer Regiment. He 


became its sergeant-major, and for gallantry at Fredericksburg | 


and Chancellorsville he received a medal of honor and the thanks 
of Congress. He returned from the war in time to help defend 
the Tribune office when it was mobbed during the draft riots in 
1863. 

Horace Greeley’s attention was attracted to him by his return- 
ing to the composing room early one morning and putting in 
type a story of a fire without a line of ‘“‘copy.’’ Mr. Greeley 
placed him in charge of the Weekly Tribune in 1864, and subse- 
quently he held nearly every editorial position on the daily edi- 
tion. In 1869 he became managing editor of the Sun. 

His health failing in 1872, he left New York to travel, and his 
correspondence over the signature of ‘‘ Ziska,’’ attracted world- 
wide attention. In 1876 he took charge of the New York Even- 
ing Express. He was twice president of the New York Press 
Club. He was elected to Congress by the Democrats in 1886. 
The following year he helped start the Evening Sun and became 
its editor. He declined a renomination to Congress in 1888, but in 
1889 he was elected to fill the vacancy caused by the death of ‘‘ Sun- 
set’’ Cox, and, with a brief intermission following his defeat by 
Col. Richard G. Shannon, in 1894, he served continuously in 
Congress since 1889, representing New York districts. He wasa 
delegate to the Democratic national conventions in 1892 and 
1896, 

Perhaps the most romantic period of the life of Mr. CumMiINnGs 
relates to the time when he joined Walker in the last invasion of 
Nicaragua. It has not been settled in the minds of historians 
whether Walker was a freebooter or a patriot, but he lived a wild 
life, and it ended in a swift death. He had a motley, nondescript 
army,made up of adventurers from many countries and of all 
ages. CUMMINGS was then 17 years old, but had stood up against 


printers’ cases for half a dozen years, and seen life in all parts of | 


the United States. He often said he went with Walker because 
he imagined Walker was a new Napoleon, and that he (Cum- 
MINGS) might rise to be one of his marshals. CUMMINGS, how- 
ever, used to laughingly say that he never rose higher than the 
rank of high private. 

Gen. Williafh Walker is almost forgotten by the people of this 
generation, but forty-five years ago he was a conspicuous figure 
in the affairs of Central America and a live factor in the politics 
of the United States. As a filibuster Walker occupies a place in 
history as distinctly as any of the famous buccaneers of the last 
century. Walker was a young man, only 29, when he formed 
his scheme of conquest, and only 36 when he last saw the sun 
gleam along the gun barrels of his executioners. 

_{n 1858, with a handful of men, he took possession of lower 
California, but was dislodged. He landed in Nicaragua with 56 
men, half of whom were shot in the first battle for conquest. 
But he joined forces with a victorious native general, and was 
made commander in chief of the Nicaraguanarmy. Walker shot 
right and left, and proclaimed himself president of Nicaragua. 
Several times he was captured, but always released. At last— 
September 12, 1860—he was tried by court-martial and shot. 

_Mr. Cummines had for comrades on the Walker expedition 
Englishmen fresh from Sebastopol, Hungarians who had bled 
under Kossuth, red-shirted Italians who had ridden behind Gari- 


baldi, and Indians who were descended from Toltecs and Aztecs. | 


the song of the filibusters, as follows: 
How would you like a soldier’s life 
On the plains of Nicara-goo? 
Marching away and fighting all day, 
Nothing to eat and as much to pay; 
We do it all for glory, they say, 
On the plains of Nicara-goo. 
Not a bit of breakfast did I see, 
And a dinner was all the same to me; 
Two fried oats and three fried rats 
Was a supper at Nicara-goo. 
Marching away and fighting all day, 
Nothing to eat and as much to pay; 
We do it all for glory, they say, 
On the plains of Nicara-goo. 
| Totellthe story of Mr. Cumminas’s life, so romantic and exciting 
in his youth, so full of interest during all his years, so active at 
all times, so crowded with telling work, stirring events, and 
| crowned with so many successes and so many enduring achieve- 
| ments—to tell this story, I say, would fill a large book and then 
be incomplete. 

Some day his biography will be written—written by aclever pen 
and with a loving heart. He wasalways aggressive and progress- 
ive, untiring, and enterprising. He met Napoleon’s test—he did 
things. He had convictions and he adhered to them tenaciously. 
| He had a mind of his own—no one owned him. He was as loyal 
| to his principles as he was steadfast in his friendships. He had 
| moral courage—he knew the right and he dared to doit. He 
| never faltered in a just fight. He had the rectitude of the rocks, 

the consistency of the tide. His gallant nature and chivalric 
| spirit was enlisted at all times— 
For the cause that lacks assistance, 
For the wrongs that need resistance, 
For the future in the distance, 
And the good that we can do.’ 

Mr. Speaker, Amos J. Cumminas died at the zenith of his great- 
ness, in the sere and yellow leaf, in the floodtide of his fame, in 
the late autumn of his active and exciting life, crowned by the 
glory of his many accomplishments, loved by all who knew him 
and by thousands and thousands who only knew of him. He had 
fought the good fight, he had kept the faith, he had run his 
course, he has gone to his eternal home and will be with us here 
again no more; but his memory lives and will ever abide with us 
and live so long as gratitude is the fairest flower that sheds its 
perfume in the human heart. 

On Fame’s eternal camping-ground 
His silent tent is spread, 

And Glory guards with solemn round 
The grandeur of its dead. 

Tenderly and lovingly we carried him to his final resting place 
amid the green, the beautiful, and everlasting hills of New Jersey. 
There he sleeps under a magnificent mausoleum in the dreamy 
| garden of the dead, perfumed with roses red and white, fragrant 
with wild flowers, and odoriferous with the breath of apple blos- 
soms, this true American, this friend of mankind, this man who 
carved his own way in life from 12 to 6i1—this history maker and 
historian, this writer, orator, soldier, and statesman—he sleeps, 
and all his friends here and everywhere with one acclaim pro- 
claim—Amos, hail and farewell! 


’ 


——— 


Mr. McCALL. The House honors itself in pausing to-day to 
pay tribute to the memory of one who had for so long a time been 
| among its most conspicuous and successful members. Amos J. 
CUMMINGS was trained in a hard and exacting school—a school 
which, while it may mercilessly crush out the weak, will kindle 
and animate the strength of the strong. The early and constant 
coping with difficulties imparted a keen edge and temper to his 
fine faculties and made them vigilant, dexterous, and yet more 
powerful. He owed much also to the special culture he received 
in his chosen work of journalism. With his noble endowments 
nobly employed, he became the master of a striking style of speak- 
ing, a style full of epigram, of wit, of argumentative force, and of 
manly strength. There was little literary deadwood or rubbish 
in his speeches. 

They were not loaded with fine words nor with artificial periods; 
but with an unerring instinct for the vital point, he struck, and 
struck hard, at the substance of the controversy. The form of 

his speech was simple, direct, and almost faultless in its taste. 
During my term of service here I saw few of our members who 

I thought were so inspiring and forceful in running debate as he 
| was when at his best. He was a strong party man, yet he put 
country above party, and more than once have we seen him swing 
his formidable battle-ax against his own party when he believed 
it to be in the wrong. 

His allegiance was first and always to the splendid institutions 
of his country and to those just and equal principles which hold 
out hope and opportunity to the millions of poor American boys 
of the future, as they had held out hope and opportunity to him. 
He was the constant friend of those who earn their bread in the 
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swéat of the brow, and his profound sympathy was with the | 
producer rather than with the manipulator of the nation’s 
wealth. When he departed from our midst his profession lost a 
brilliant member, his constituents a courageous, faithful, and 
a devoted Representative, and his country a strong, a loyal, and a 
patriotic son. 


Mr, MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, the death of the Hon. 
Amos J. CUMMINGS was to mea shock anda surprise. He seemed 
so full of active life and natural vigor that I could not conceive 
the idea of his passing away from us, as it were, in the twinkling 
ofaneye. His sudden death is an adrnonition to us all how frail 
is our tenure of life and how uncertain is the number of our days 
upon earth. 

I had known him for many years—since the memorable meet- | 
ing of the Fifty-second Congress and amidst the exciting inci- 
dents of that period. He entered upon the Naval Committee at 
the same time that I did, but was senior to me by reason of pre- 
vious Congressional service, and soon rose to rank as senior Dem- 
ocrat upon the committee. In the Fifty-third Congress he be- 
came its chairman. He took the liveliest interest in all the work 
of the committee, both in the committee room and on the floor of 
the House. Together with our other colleagues, I derived great 
advantage from his labors and his intelligence and zeal. We 
might differ at times upon some minor detail, but our general 
views were in accord. Both of us labored as strongly as we could 
for the increase of the Navy, in a degree proportioned to the wants 
and strength and glory of a great country. His services upon 
this floor in that regard are within the memory of us all and will 
not be soon forgotten. 

Mr. CUMMINGS’S career was a varied one. He was a soldier, a 
journalist, and a politician, and in all these different functions, 
so widely variant, he bore well his part. I do not propose to 
speak of his life in detail, because that has been done by abler 
tongues than mine. But passing over any notice of his military 
career, we find him entering upon the work of journalism under 
Horace Greeley and Charles A. Dana. To win the approbation of | 
two such men, who were unquestionably among the ablest and | 
most accomplished journalists of this country, was no common | 
test of merit, and yet Mr. Cummines had the confidence and re- 
spect of both. Iam not familiar with all the details of his jour- 

nalistic career, but it isa matter of notoriety that his articles, 
his communications to the press, possessed the highest literary | 
value. 

Probably no better journalistic work was ever done than that | 
which he rendered in his department in the New York Sun. His | 
descriptive letters were something that could not be surpassed. At 
a later period, and when he became a member of this House, he | 
did not entirely relinquish his journalistic work, but performed 
a very large amount of it in addition to his legislative duties. | 
Now, it is a very rare thing for a successful journalist to make a 
successful politician and man of affairs. Many men succeed in 
the one réle who are not able to succeed in the other. Mr. Cum- 
MINGS had already greatly distinguished himself as a newspaper 
man. He not only showed great capacity as a member of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs and his general treatment of public 
questions, but he showed remarkable power as a debater on this 
floor. If not a graceful, he was a very strong and impressive 
speaker. He could seize the strong points of a question and 
present them with great force from his own point of view. He | 
was one of the most forceful and effective speakers on the floor 
in regard to the work of his committee. 

The most striking feature, however, of Mr. CumMINGs’s late 
career was his wonderful grasp of the business of the House and 
of the influences which go to shape legislation. Probably noman 
ever came to the Congress who seized more intuitively upon the 
mode in which its business was conducted and was better able to | 
exhibit it in his articles for the press. A foreigner or student 
anxious to understand the House of Representatives, its conduct, | 
administration, and methods of business as it is now conducted, 
could not do better than to read Mr. CUMMINGs’s letters and arti- | 
cles upon that subject. Many of those articles were largely 
devoted to personal notices of the gentlemen who served in the 
House as his contemporaries. His treatment of these gentlemen 
in his articles was always kind; while critical and discriminate, 
they were unusually generous. It would be hard to find anyone 
who has dealt more generously with his associates of both parties 
on the floor than Mr. Cummines. I do not suppose that he left 
on this floor a personal enemy behindhim. Certainly there is not 
one of us whoin this hour does not mourn his untimely end. 





Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, Gen. James A. Garfield uttered a 
great truth when he said ** There is no place on earth where a man 
will more certainly or more speedily reach his true level than in 
the House of Representatives.”’ 

It may be confidently asserted that a mean man can not climb 
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high here. He must possess genuine merit, unquailing courage, 
lofty patriotism, spotless honor, and generous heart to win the 
esteem of his fellows. 

Most of us are partisans, but it is my honest opinion that all of 
us are patriots according to our lights. Sometimes the light is 
dim and flickering, but we do the best we can. 

We fight each other vigorously—sometimes bitterly and in an 
unseemly manner—not because any member is against the 


| country, but because of the truth enunciated in the old saying, 


**Many men of many minds,’’ and because we take different 
views as to what is best for the country, for it is absolutely true 


| that he serves his party best who serves his country best. 


To the honor of human nature be it said that members of this 


| House are jealous of their reputation and earnestly strive to pre- 


serve their honor bright as the spear of Achilles or the plowshare 
of Cincinnatus. 

Rarely indeed does it happen that our contests here engender 
permanent personal animosities. Men who fight each other the 
most fiercely frequently come to be the best of friends. None 
escape without scars, but few, few suffer from festering wounds, 

The big aisle of the House which separates us politically does 
not, thank God, constitute the line of demarcation in personal 
friendships. 

We are ranked as mere politicians now, but, reading the future 
by the past, we have the abiding consolation of knowing that 
some of the politicians of this generation will be accounted states- 
men by succeeding generations. Mostof us are headed for obliy- 
ion, some for earthly immortality; but whithersoever we are 
tending, one thing all of us, great and small, can do, and that is 
to bravely, industriously, and resolutely discharge our duty as 
God gives it to us to see our duty. 

To Amos J. CumMINGS this House paid the unusual tribute 


| of a public funeral in the Hall of the House of Representatives, 
| and the rare honor was well bestowed. 


He was one of the most 
useful and most popular men that ever sat within these historic 
walls. 

None knew him but to love him; 

None named him but to praise. 


Wherefore? Because he loved everybody. He spoke evil of no 
one. With his friendly pen he made the fortunes of many public 
men. He was a most felicitous writer, and he delighted to write 
of their excellencies, which he magnified even as a lover magni- 
fies the charms of his sweetheart. 

‘*Remember me at my best’’ is the pathetic request which 
Charles Dickens, of blessed memory, puts into the mouth of James 
Steerforth when bidding farewell to David Copperfield. Amos 
CUMMINGS always painted his friends at their best, and he did it 
with a master hand. He was thoroughly imbued with the spirit 
of St. Paul’s rhapsody on charity, in the thirteenth chapter of 
First Corinthians, ‘‘ Though I speak with the tongues of men and 
of angels and have not charity, Iam become as sounding brass 
or a tinkling cymbal.’’ If there was any virtue or grace or abil- 
ity in a man, he sought it out and exploited it to the utmost. A 


| dullard he pitied; a rascal he loathed; a pretender he despised. 


He was an explorer after human talents, and sometimes made 
discoveries of intellectual riches of which their possessors even 
had never dreamed. To new members he was a helpful friend, 
philosopher, and guide. 

He was brave as a lion, gentle as a woman, plain as an old shoe, 


| honest as the day is long, tireless as the force of gravitation, en- 
ergetic as a steam engine, faithful to his conceptions of duty as 


the needle to the pole. He stood unabashed in the presence of 
Presidents and of princes. He was easily accessible to the hum- 
ble, the needy, and the distressed. 

His funeral services in New York were attended by statesmen, 
lawyers, soldiers, editors, and men of high degree; but the lowly 
were there in thousands with tears in their eyes and sorrow in 
their hearts for their dead champion, who never failed them in 
any emergency. In the very best sense he was “‘ the friend of the 
people;’’ and the people—the plain people, as Lincoln loved to call 
them—repaid that friendship in Scripture measure, heaped up, 


| pressed down, and running over. 


The most convincing proof of his popularity is that he was 
spoken of, thought of, and addressed as ‘‘Amos”’ from the Atlan- 


| tic to the Pacific and from the Great Lakes to the Gulf of Mex- 
| 1c0. 
| written about or addressed as ‘“‘ Mr. Cummines”’ or “‘ Hon. AMos 


Only on exceptional and state occasions was he talked of or 
J. CumMines.”’ He was always “Amos” to his friends—and his 
friends constituted newspaper-reading America—and ‘‘AMos he 
will remain to us who loved him and mourn him until we are 


| summoned to the presence of our Maker. 


A worker all his days, he enjoyed this glorious world with the 
hearty zest of a boy, and the world enjoyed him. It is a more 
delectable place for human habitation because he lived in it. He 

vas broad gauged in both politics and religion. 
House voted him a public funeral, although’ he was a De 
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and a distinguished Catholic prelate participated in his funeral 
services, although he was a Protestant. 

Some men are created to be honored; some are created to be 
loved; a few are created to be both loved and honored. To that 
small but goodly company Amos J. CUMMINGS unquestionably 
belonged. 

He did not confine his love to the human family, but it em- 
braced all ‘‘ animated nature,’’ to borrow Oliver Goldsmith’s 
phrase. Heloved the lower animals; he loved the birds; he loved 
the flowers. One of his keenest delights was to throw off the 
cares of statesmanship, lay down his facile pen, and while away 


Superintendent of the National Botanic Gardens, in luxuriating 


amid the flowers andshrubbery which Shenstone would have ad- | 


mired, and in discussing ‘‘sweet Robbie Burns,’ the tenderest 
poet that ever sang. There was no sincerer mourner at the bier 
of AMos CUMMINGS than his faithful and intimate friend, Super- 
intendent Smith. 

What a wonderful and varied career this lovable man had! 
Son of a Presbyterian preacher, he was the child of the manse. 
While a mere boy he served under Walker in Nicaragua. Con- 
gress voted him a gold medalfor heroic conduct on the awful 
field of Fredericksburg. He boasted that he had set type in every 
State in the Union. He became the editor of a great paper. He 
was the intimate friend of Horace Greeley and Charles A. Dana. 
He died one of the most popular men in public life, mourned by 
a mighty nation. ‘He went about doing good,’ and little chil- 
dren cried in the streets when they heard that he was dead. 

The consuming passion of this man’s soul was a noble love of 
country. He fought for her in his young manhood and periled 
his life that the Republic might live. In his mature years he 
gave her the full measure of his devotion as a legislator. He 
died, as no doubt he wished to die, in the service, with the harness 
on his back. Typesetter, filibuster, soldier, editor, statesman— 
in all his vocations and avocations he followed the Scriptural 
injunction, ‘‘ Whatsoever thy hand findeth to do, do it with thy 
might.”’ 

No truer friend, no nobler man, no intenser patriot ever lived 
or died. 

One can not think of AMos CUMMINGS without recalling Leigh 
Hunt’s famous poem: 


Abou Ben Adhem (may his tribe increase! ) 

Awoke one night from a deep dream of peace 

And saw, within the moonlight in his room, 

Making it rich and like a lily in bloom, 

An angel writing in a book of gold. 

Exceeding peace had made Ben Adhem bold, 

And to the presence in the room he said, 

“What writest thou?’ The vision rais’d its head, 
And with a look made all of sweet accord 

Answer’d, ** The names of those who love the Lord.” 
“And is mine one?’’ said Abou. ‘ Nay, not so,” 
Replied the angel. Abou spoke more low, 

But cheerily still, and said: “I pray thee, then, 
Write me as one who loves his fellow-men.” 

The angel wrote and vanish’d. The next night 

It came again with a great awakening light 

And show’d the names whom love of God had bless’d. 
And lo! Ben Adhem’s name led all the rest. 


Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Speaker, the simplest words convey the 
truest tribute. We knew Amos J. CUMMINGS, and, having known 
him, we loved him in life and cherish his memory now that he 
has gone hence. 

If any shall ask why this is so, we have many reasons to give. 
Above all, because ‘‘ he was true to himself, and it therefore fol- 
lows, as night the day, that he was not untrue to any man.”’ 

He sought never to sail under false colors, never to ‘‘ assume 
an unwonted dignity,’’ never to be greater than he was, never, 
on the other hand, ‘‘in mean humility ’’ to be less. He had exe- 
cuted, to a degree, at least, the old Greek philosopher’s com- 
mand, ‘‘ Know thyself,’’ and thereby had acquired the touchstone 
of human wisdom. 

He did naught to extenuate his faults, nor did he magnify his 
virtues. Wherever he was—at his printer’s case, in the tented 
field, in this House, or in the presence of royalty—he was always 
Amos J. CuMMINGs. 

He envied no man his rank, his honors, his station in life; he 
trusted himself to hew out his own. He denied to no man the 
exercise of his judgment and the right to express his own opinion; 
he suffered no man to prevent him from exercising his own judg- 
ment and expressing his own opinion. Then, too, Mr. Speaker, 
he thought broadly, deeply, kindly of the problems of human life. 

In the mad rush for wealth he did not join, because I am per- 
suaded he early in life realized that there was more in human 
heart than human gold. He never sought the réle of reformer, 
because he perceived that the world’s standard of morality was 
not made nor could it be changed ina day. Yet he was tender 
and true, and in perfect accord with great humanity’s longing for 
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a broader, freer, nobler, and more generous life. They tell us 
touching stories now that he has gone of his goodly deeds of 
charity, but, verily, ‘‘ he did not his alms before men to be seen 
of them, and, behold, all things are clean unto him.”’ 

He was not alone generous in material things, he was generous 
in mind and soul. He loathed injustice, and stood the ready 
champion of the lowliest victim of oppression and wrong. 

Coming from the great middle class, the bone and sinew of our 
race, he never lost touch with its environment, and thus it is 


| that so many of the army of toilers stood by him, trusted him, 
| loved him. ’ 
a few hours with his bosom crony, Hon. William R. Smith, 


In labor’s lodge, in soldier’s post, in this House, he was brother 
and comrade. 

Again, he was fair. Strong in his convictions, earnest in his 
zeal, plain and outspoken, partisan at times, he was always just, 
and no man would more quickly admit his error. Surely no one 
can charge him with ever indulging impotent opposition, with 
‘* darkening counsel by words without knowledge,’’ so much in- 
dulged in this weary world. He never talked here for the mere 
sake of hearing himself talk, but when occasion demanded plain 
words he never shrank from uttering them. 

Of his long record of service to his country as journalist, sol- 
diér, citizen, statesman, others here can and will speak with 
eloquence I can not command. 

Mine is a simple tribute to the memory, to the personal charac- 
ter, to the worth of one with whom I walked side by side for 
seven years in the discharge of like public duty, involving hard, 
exacting toil, the extent of which is little understocd, but in which 
he neither flinched nor failed. One with whom I often disagreed 
yet never doubted; with whom I spent long hours in both work 
and recreation and never found either dull or disagreeable; one, 
in short, who, as the years went by, made stronger and stronger 
claim to full entrance into the very limited circle of friends that 
one will find true in life and who he can “‘ grapple with links of 
steel.”’ : 

It is the destiny of life, Mr. Speaker, that in its mad rush from 
time to eternity we meet, we greet, we dismiss each other like— 

Ships that pass in the night 
And hail each other in passing. 

We come, we go. We indulge the hopes, the desires, the loves, 
the ambitions of life, and we suffer its passions, its mortifications, 
and its defeats. 

At last we die, and those remaining neither pause, nor, in most 
cases, either know or care to know of our departure. 

Think in this batter’d caravanserai 
Whose portals are alternate night and day, 


How Sultan after Sultan with his pomp 
Abode his destin’d hour, and went his way. 


The worldly hope men set their hearts upon 
Turns ashes—or it prospers; and anon, 

Like snow upon the desert’s dusty face, 
Lighting a little hour or two—was gone. 

And those who husbanded the golden grain, 
And those who flung it to the winds like rain, 
Alike to no such aureate earth are turn’d 

As buried once, men want dug up again. 

It is the irony of fate, the destiny of life, yet some few there 
are so near to us that we would not have them go; gone, would 
call them back; whose departure we do not forget. We still 
‘* miss the touch of the vanished hand, and the sound of the voice 
that is still.’ 

To some of us Amos J. CUMMINGS was of this number. There 
is an impenetrable mist that now shuts his face from us. We 
see him no longer in these Halls. We miss him from the old 
familiar seat on the middle aisle; he comes no longer to the com- 
mittee room. 

He faced death’s cloud veil unflinching, calm, and brave, and 
stepped through it to the beyond. May we not hope that after 
we, too, have penetrated that veil, that somewhere in the halls of 
eternity, somewhere in God’s committee rooms, we shall meet 
him face to face, hear the old familiar greeting, and strike glad 
hands with him again? 


r 


Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker. on this sad occasion, when 
the chosen representatives of a great people and a mighty nation 
are assembled in this historic Chamber to fitly honor the mem- 
ory and appropriately pronounce their eulogies on the life and 
character of the distinguished dead, I deem it a privilege to pay 
my humble tribute of profound respect to the memory of our 
late colleague Amos J. Cumminas. It was my pleasure to have 
known him for many years, and the mournful news of his ** un- 
timely taking off’’ came to me with feelings of deepest sorrow, 
for in his departure I lost a true and valued friend. 

The grief that followed the announcement of his death was not 
the sad possession of his colleagues, his many friends, and devoted 
constituency alone, it was felt by the people in general of the 
metropolis he so worthily represented in Congress for many 
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years—the city of New York. Nay, more, when the news of his 
death was flashed over the wires and heralded through the col- 
umns of the press, the entire country felt and recognized the 
great loss it had sustained, and in many of the cities and towns 
throughout the land there was universalmourning. Few public 
men were more widely or better known throughout the Republic 
than Amos J. CUMMINGS. None were more highly esteemed. He 
had traveled extensively and spoken on public questions in every 
section of this country. 

Few men had a larger circle of personal friends than he. He 
was universally beloved, because he was essentially a man of the 
people, not in the sense alone in which that phrase is used to in- 
dicate the elected representative of a community, but in the 
broad sense of indicating that his acts were directed toward 
the welfare of the state, the happiness of his fellow-creature, 
the betterment of the conditions of his fellow-man. His voice 
was potentially uplifted and his masterly pen he wielded with so 
much power was employed in the cause of human liberty and 
equality. Atall times and in all places he stood for the rights of 
the masses of the people against the classes who sought special 
privileges for the few at the expense of the many. He never 
hesitated to espouse the cause of the weak and oppressed when 
they needed protection against the strong and the unjust. Ever 
remembering his early struggles in life, he generously assisted 
those who needed and deserved the helping hand, and kept in 
close touch with the men whose labor and industry contribute to 
the upbuilding of the Republic. 

He was a sincere champion of organized labor, and, looking at 
the labor problem from an economic standpoint, believed, as did 
one of our great statesmen of former days: ‘‘ Taxation reaches 
down to the base; but the base is labor, and labor pays all.’’ 
There was but one nobility he respected and recognized—the no- 
bility of labor and of character. His heart was touched at the 
story of every woe,and beat with the best impulses of a pure and 
noble nature. No wonder, then, that our dear friend Amos, as 
we familiarly called him, became enshrined in the affections of 
the people. 

His career furnishes the most beautiful and touching lesson to 
the youth of America. The history of his life exemplifies in the 
strongest degree that in this God-blessed ‘‘land of opportunity ”’ 
however lowly or humble one’s origin may be he may rise to the 
highest rank and attain the most exalted station. But it can only 
be by honest industry, earnest study, and patient toil. 

The heights by great men reached and kept 
Were not attained by sudden flight; 

But they, while their companions slept, 
Were toiling upward in the night. 

Mr. Cum™minas’s life was both eventful and interesting. 
education was mainly self-acquired. 
genius 
absorption of all he read. Few men excelled him in the extent 
and variety of his reading, and he acquired through his indus- 
trious study a knowledge of the classics. His was another case 
which furnishes justification for the remark of Wendel Philips, 


His 


‘‘The best education in the world is that got by struggling to get | 


a living. 

At the early age of 12 years, after leaving school, young Cum- 
MINGS entered a printing office as an apprentice. Hardly had he 
learned his trade when, filled with love of martial adventure, he 
joined the Walker filibustering expedition to Nicaragua, and re- 
turning from that entered the service of the Army in defense of 


the Union. In this, as in all other fields of activity, he became 
distinguished. He was a brave and gallant soldier. A heart 
burning with intense patriotism led him to the field, and devo- 
tion to the cause of the Republic founded on the eternal and im- 
mutable principles of right and justice led him on to deeds of 
bravery and heroism. He became sergeant-major in the Twenty- 
sixth New Jersey Regiment of Infantry, in the Second Division, 
Sixth Corps of the Army of the Potomac, and his bravery gained 
for him the Congressional medal of honor for gallantry on the 


battlefield 


He followed up the occ 


upation of compositor in the composing 
room until he secured editorial positions on the New York Tribune, 
the New York Sun, and New York Express. No man but one 
whose merits deserved it and whose learning was broad and deep 
could fill such a position on these great and splendidly edited 
newspapers. 

Amos J. Cummines had acquired this learning—nature had 
gifted him with great mentality. His literary tastes and accom- 


plishments fitted him for the editor’s chair, and he became the 
editor of that great and enterprising newspaper, the Evening 
pun. 
of literary work became widespread through the United States. 
I remember the series of most interesting letters Mr. CUMMINGS 
wrote for the Sun descriptive of his travels through the South, 
attracting the attention of readers everywhere. 


He had the mind of a/| 
He had marvelous capacity for learning and power of | 
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Without knowing the life history of this man one could 
hardly believe, as he read the articles and literary productions of 
this noted and brilliant journalist, filled with wisdom and scin- 
tillating with wit, that the writer had not received his education 
in some of the colleges or universities of the land. Indeed, our 
friend Amos J. CUMMINGS was one of the intellectual giants of 
modern journalism. 

Fully equipped by nature, by training, and by education to enter 
upon the higher duties of public life, he was chosen a member of 
the Fiftieth Congress and elected seven times a member of this 
House. Here over fourteen years he served the country with 
honor, credit, and marked distinction. He was fully versed in 
the science of politics—the politics which in the higher sense 
means the shaping of governmental policies and by wise and 
sagacious legislation planning for the future destiny and the per- 
petuation and maintenance of our free and glorious American 
institutions. He was a statesman, with an eye solely and singly 
for the public weal. 

A thorough believer in the doctrines taught by Thomas Jeffer- 
son, a consistent believer in the necessity to preserve simplicity 
in our institutions, an earnest advocate for the broadest and 
greatest amount of personal liberty for the citizen consistent with 
public safety, an opponent of burdensome and unnecessary taxa- 
tion of the people, a foe of combinations of men and corporate 
interests who seek through evasion of law and improper control 
of public franchises and by special privileges to monopolize com- 
merce, ‘‘ the calm health of nations,’ and crush out the average 
trader and middleman, a believer that our liberties can be best 
preserved, our citizens’ rights best conserved, and our sovereign 
prerogatives best maintained by a firm adherence to the letter 
and spirit of our Constitution and an observance of the restric- 
tions and limitations it imposes—Amos J, CUMMINGS was a con- 
sistent and loyal adherent of his party. 

Of his public services in this House during the many years he 
graced this Chamber by his presence I shall not speak in detail. 
Those of my seniors in service in this House have eloquently 
spoken of them and covered that chapter of Mr. CUMMINGs’s Con- 
gressional career. He was painstaking in his work, brilliant and 
logical in debate, broad and liberal in his views, strong of opin- 
ion and conviction, but always genial and courteous to his col- 
leagues. His death leaves a void which can not well be filled. 
His long public career was one of great usefulness to the people 
and the nation, for he was a strong arm in the power of the State. 

He so lived his life that he had few, if any, enemies. Perhaps 
it is too much to say that he never had any, for that is not the 
happy lot of any public man. 

With fame, in just proportion, envy grows, 
The man that makes a character, makes foes. 

But they were not personal ones. They could not be. The 
very nature, the very make-up of Amos J. CUMMINGS precluded 
that. His amiable disposition, his affability, his gentleness, his 
modesty, and generous impulses were gifts of nature which 
neither art could create nor training bestow. 

He had a rare fund of humor, and as a delightful story-teller 
he was unrivaled and unexcelled. His great desire was to make 
his friends and companions happy, and the good nature he car- 
ried into every walk of life made his company sought in every 
circle. Ever engaged in ‘‘sowing seeds of kindness’’ he dis- 
covered in life how true it is, as Basil says: 

A good deed is never lost; he who sows courtesy, reaps friendship, and he 
who plants kindness gathers love; pleasure bestowed upon a grateful mind 
was never sterile, but generally begets reward. 

When at last the severe labors of his life had taxed his energies 
to the utmost and the icy hand of Death touched “ its shining 


| mark,’’ there was indeed gloom within this Chamber, and th: 


city from which he hailed mourned as it seldom mourns the loss 
of any public man. A great man had fallen—his death was the 
nation’s loss. 

It was an inspiring and affecting sight, which moved the stout- 
est heart to tears, to observe at the funeral of our friend Cum- 
MINGS the hundreds and hundreds of letter carriers clad in their 
suits of gray, their faces betokening unfeigned sorrow, their eyes 
bedimmed with tears, passing in solemn procession around the 
bier of one who had faithfully espoused their cause in the Na- 
tional Legislature. With a pathos of feeling that beggars descrip- 
tion they were paying their debt of gratitude to their departed 
friend. And oh, how those associates of CumMINGS, the members 
of Typographical Union No. 6—that great organization of type- 
setters he loved so well, whose card of membership he carried to 
the last hour of his life—mingled their tears and breathed their 
sighs with those of other mourners. 

It was this union to which Amos J. Cumminas was so attached 
who honored the memory of their comrade—the man wh? to them 
was an inspiration and a light—as they never before honored one 
of their departed. It was the tribute of grateful, loving hearts. 
and as we saw the thousands of old and young, men, women, 
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and children sadly passing around the coffin taking their last yet 
lingering look at their departed friend, there can be no doubt 
that— Y : 

The drying up of a single tear has more of honest fame 

Than shedding seas of gore. 

His death again conveys the too oft forgotten lesson of the un- 

certainty of life. How inscrutible is the problem of death! It 
comes sudden and unawares, respecting no time nor person. It 


holds no time so sacred or precious, no mortal so great or power- | 


ful, that it does not make its grim approach. 
Leaves have their time to fall, 
And flowers to wither at the north wind’s breath, 
And stars to set—but all, 
Thou hast all seasons for thine own, O Death. 
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Who can divine how suddenly he may be called away by “‘ that 
stern reaper, who gathereth all in whenever in his wisdom he may 
appoint.’ Exhaustive mental labor may long overstrain and at 
last unexpectedly break the cords of life. But if we live, as did 
Amos J. CUMMINGS, an upright and an honest life, filled with good 
and kindly deeds; if when the remorseless messenger summons 
us to the great white throne on high, we are prepared to say— 
‘His will be done, not ours.’”’ We may add those beautiful 
words of the poet: 

Life! we've been long together, 

Through pleasant and throngh cloudy weather; 
*Tis hard to part when friends are dear; 
Perhaps twill cost a sigh, a tear; 

Then steal away, give little warning: 

Choose thine own time; 


Say not “Good night; but in some brighter clime 
Bid me ‘‘Good morning.” 


Mr. LESSLER. Mr. Speaker, it was my privilege—and after 
what we have listened to to-day it 
proud of it—to have Mr. CuMMINGS as one of my constituents; 
and it not having been my good fortune to know him in all these 


a little note in regard to my first meeting with him. 

During the campaign in my district last December, while this 
House was not in session, Mr. Cumminas came to lecture in that 
district. He gave one of his witty lectures, this one, strangely, 


on the House of Representatives, to one of the clubs of young | 


men there. I was presented to him. It almost touched me to 
contest which we were then engaged in; how kindly he was in 
his encouragement, without the slightest allusion of the political 


aspect. It was to me a rare treat to feel that a man could be so 


tactful, so amiable about such a thing to one who was on the | 


opposite side in the political fight. 

And then some of you may remember his gracious act in this 
Hall on the 15th of January of this year, when I stood before the 
Speaker to take the oath of office and when Mr. Cummings, with 
a Republican colleague, stepped to my side. Both these incidents 
impressed me as especially tactful and graceful. They were but 
illustrations, as I am told, of that grace and tact, of that loving 
nature, which made him so much beloved in this House. 

In thinking over what should be said here to-day I have searched 
through the REcorpD to see what particular thing might be found 
to which in this day of specialism Mr. Cummines had particularly 
devoted himself; and I have found a most remarkable variety in 
the subjects he had touched on the floor of this House and always 
illumined—labor, pensions, the Army, the Navy, special interests 
of allkinds. Hewas always, it seemed to me from this testimony 
of the cold print, alive to everything that was going on here. 

For instance, it seems that on the 3d of February, 1893, some 


did not suit Mr. Cummines, because it appeared to him to do in- 
justice. Keenly alive to the fact that men of his craft were night 
after night working on that Ricorp, and knowing all about the 
work, he made a little speech in eulogy of the printer's craft and 
in vindication of the men who were toiling in that vocation. Even 
in this unpremeditated way Mr. CUMMINGS came at once to the 
rescue, 

Viewing his character from an outside standpoint, I should say 
that courage was its predominant note. A reference has been 
made here to his medal of honor; but he had a civic courage, 
manifested as well in the city where we both lived as on the floor 
of this House, 

In his great speech on Cuba, he said: 

Whenever the safety of the nation is at stake or any great purpose is to 
be accomplished by war, party lines should vanish and politics be suspended. 

Those words are from his speech of April 28, 1898. And, by 
the way, it seems to me a pity that that speech on Cuba should 
not be rescued from the pages of the ConGRESSIONAL RecorDand 
published broadcast. It was prepared after a trip in Cuba; and 
it is an intense, vibrant life picture of the conditions as he saw 
them. It is animated by earnest feeling for humanity suffering 
The whole speech shows his splendid 


under Spanish misrule, 





‘an well be imagined I am | 
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insight, his knowledge of men and measures; it is perhaps the 
finest survey, within its limits and compass, of the recent history 
of the Spanish rule (or, better, misrule) antedating the war. 

On the 22d of January, 1902, Mr. Cumminas said in the debate: 

If I fail to vote to protect the lives of American soldiers in the service of 
the American Republic, I hope I shall be paralyzed. 

When Mr. CummMinGs uttered those words I was thrilled through 
with the terrible import that he threw into them, and the great 
significance they had as they came at the close of that memorable 


The next day, when explaining to the House under what cir- 
cumstances that little speech had been made upon the spur of the 
moment, he remarked: 

I made the reply on the spur of the moment, and when I reflect on it I 
glory in it. I have seen the sad faces of the American mothers whose sons 
were the victims of these miagsmatic fevers; I have seen their tears and heard 
their moans. I would be untrue to every drop of blood in my body if Ire 
fused to respond to such an appeal for the protection of soldiers in the serv 
ice of the Republic. It was an appeal on behalf of American women, whose 
sons are still fighting the battles of the Republic in these islands. I would 
blacken the Revolutionary blood coursing in my veins if I stabbed these 
American mothers to the heart by refusing to vote for this appropriation 
for the shelter and protection of their sons. 

Again, in the same speech, he said: 

Rather than change it, I would have it inscribed in letters of gold where 
it could be seen by every man in the country. There can be no polities in 
questions where the lives of American soldiers are at stake. I always have 
and always shall vote to protect the lives of the men who are fighting the 
battles of the Republic, whether they are baring their breasts to the bullets 
of the enemy or whether they are encamped in swamps, exposed to the more 
insidious and more deadly danger of fever and pestilence. 

That language was an ebullition of patriotism—keen, high- 
minded. deep-souled patriotism. Iam proud of the fact that the 
great city of New York, the Empire City, honored itself by send- 
ing here such a man, with such a record, with such sentiments 
and ready to speak them out, with such a work behind him—a 


| man leaving such memories as have been spoken of here to-day. 
phases in which he has been depicted here to-day, I wish tostrike 


If I were to write an epitaph on Amos J. Cumminas, I would 


| put it in the words of the old Greek philosopher and would place 


it in letters of gold upon the monument of our deceased colleague. 
Aristotle, in his Politics, says: 

There are three qualifications which ought to be possessed by a man who 
aspires to fill the high office of state. First, he must be well disposed and 
prepared to support the established constitution of the country; next, he 


. ‘ 98 | ought to have a special aptitude for the office which he filled; and last, he 
observe how carefully he avoided any reference to the political | 


should have the kind of virtue and love of justice which suits the particular 
state in which he lives. 

May I not say it fitted the man—that it epitomized his career, 
and may we not feel proud indeed of such a life, and may we not 
hope it to be an inspiration to the young men of this country that 
on such a day like this, devoted to the speeches in memory of him, 
may be the proudest reward he has had, because that is all the re- 
ward we can give and fittingly all that a republic gives. 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, laboring as I am under a very 
severe cold, it was not my purpose when I entered the Chamber 
to speak on this occasion. But as a member of this House when 
my friend Amos J. CUMMINGS was first elected to the Congress 
the United States, and as one of those who welcomed him when 
there were giants on this floor on that side of the House and on 
this, so that when he landed in this arena of debate fresh from the 
bosom of the people that he represented, succeeding one of the 
ablest men that ever spoke in this Hall forthe great Empire S$ 
of New York, a brilliant orator, a splendid wit who often won 
admiration on both sides of this Chamber, Samuel S. Cox, I did 
not feel that I could be properly entirely silent. I felt that it 


Ol 


tate 


| was my duty as one of the oldest members of the House to pay 
member in debate had made a remark about the Recorp which | 


my very humble tribute of praise to one who has been my friend 
from the time he first entered Congress until he finally passed 
away. 

It was my pleasure to know him well and witness personally 
his long service in Congress, to hear him on all occasions, and to 
stand side by side with the members of this House on either side 
and listen to the words of wisdom which fell in earnest and pa- 
triotic utterances from his lips in behalf of those whom he served 
so long and well. 

Amos J, CUMMINGS was a very remarkable man. He was a man 





of strong convictions, of earnest and patriotic feeling. He wasa 
man who never failed to speak his sentiments, whatever they 
might be, and occasionally he had the manly courage, when he 
thought duty demanded it and patriotism required it, to sever his 
connection with his colleagues on this side of the Chamber and to 
vote according to his convictions of what was right. 

Mr. Speaker, in the last speech he made in this House, only a 
short time before his death, he stood just on the margin of the 
Democratic side of the Chamber, and gave utterance to the senti- 
ment of protecting the soldiers on the other side of the globe; 
not that he would have placed them there, not that he would 
have sent them there, but as they were American soldiers, en- 
listed in the American Army, fighting under the American flag, 
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he would cast no vote against a proposition to send them all the 
aid and all the comforts that they needed. 
He was emphatically a Democrat, devoted to the party and its 


principles and its interests, but he was a humane American citi- | 


zen, and he could not bear the idea of casting his vote against 
the proposition to send aid to the American soldier, wherever he 


might be, struggling under the American flag and in the cause of | 


American patriotism. 
It has been said, Mr. Speaker, by that great poet of nature 


whose magic wand swept across the chords of the human hearts | 
and awoke sentiments with reference to every emotion that that | 


e% dergoes fro e cradle to the grave—it Was said by thé 
heart underg from the cradle to the gr it Was said by that 
great poet— 

That the weariest worldly life that age. ache, penury, and imprisonment 
can lay on nature is a paradise to what we fear of death. 

But to a brave man like Amos J. CUMMINGS that sentiment did 
not apply. A brave man dies but once, a coward dies daily. 

He was a brave man, and when I came to Washington last 


summer, about this time of year, I learned that my old friend was | 
here; that he was lying in his chambers in this city, then a very | 


ill man. 

I went to him to express my sympathy, to express words of com- 
fort to himasasick man. 
year ago. 


again be a well man. I was on my way to the city that he rep- 


resented with such ability and such power in this House as the | 


delegate of one of its Congressional districts. I said to him ‘I 
fear you will not be able to go to New York on the Fourth of 
July.”’ Said he, ‘‘ Yes;Il am going. When do you go?’ I told 
him that I was going on the 3d of July, and sol did. He asked 
me what route I would travel. I told him. He then told me 
that going by that route I would land at the foot of Liberty 
street. 

I did land at the foot of Liberty street late in the evening, about 
dusk, and to my profound astonishment I saw Amos J. CUMMINGS, 
my old friend, on his crutches, with his doctor standing by his 
side. I said to him, with the familiarity of that friendship which 
had existed between us for so many years, ‘““AMOs, why in the 
world did you come here to meet me?”’ 
cause I knew you were coming, and I wanted you to be met and 
escorted to your hotel. I came myself and I know it is done.”’ 


had provided accommodations forme. The next morning when 
I awoke in the apartments provided for me at his instance—I did 
not know to what hotel I had been taken—I looked out, to my as- 
tonishment, upon a beautiful grove. I said to myself, *‘ This is 
a singular sight in the heart of the great city of New York. Is 
it possible that I am dreaming, and am again back looking at the 
native forests of my own State of Mississippi?’ When the ser- 
vant came I ascertained that I had been taken to the Savoy 
Hotel, belonging in large part to my old friend Judge Dugrow, 
now one of the most distinguished members of the highest appel- 
late court in the city of New York, and I was looking out on the 
great Central Park, of New York. On the next day I met Mr. 
CUMMINGS at Tamany Hall. I there heard his magnificent ad- 
dress, as I have heard many of his speeches here, and he spoke 
there with the same patriotic ardor I had been accustomed to hear 
him here. 


Mr. Speaker, it was my pleasure to be his companion and friend 


here for many long years, and I mourn his loss in common with 
the people whose immediate representative he was. He was dis- 
tinguished on this floor as the friend of all the members of the 
various Houses in which he participated as a member, without 
distinction of party, from the first Congress in which he appeared, 
the Fiftieth, down to the time of his death. He was emphatic- 
ally a man of the people, living with the people, speaking for the 
people, representing the people. He was a just and true man in 
every sense. He was a patriot in the broadest and largest sense. 
He was a Democrat in the most enlarged and comprehensive 
meaning of that word. That he wasa just and true man will be 
acknowledged by everybody who served here with him. Indeed 
he rese to the standard described by the great Latin poet when 
he was endeavoring to depict, in the closing days of the Roman 
Empire, the life and character of one of the greatest orators of 
the Roman Empire, and said of him that he was— 

Justum et tenacem propositi virum, 

Non civium ardor prava jubentium, 

Non voltus instantis tyranni 

Mente quatit solida 


the emergency, because he was of the bravery of that Roman, so 
beautifully described by the ancient poet, and though I did not, 
Mr. Speaker, expect to say a word on this occasion, I have felt 
that, even though suffering as I do under a severe cold, it is my 
duty, as it is my pleasure, to pay my tribute to the honorable 
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It was then about the ist of July, one | 
I saw then the probability was that he would never | 


He replied: ‘‘ I came be- | 


| sides. 
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friend with whom I sat in this Chamber for so many years, and 


| whom I learned to love as a brother. 


How we shall all miss those weekly letters in the Washington 
Post, giving pen pictures of all the members of the House, from 
our Speaker to the last name on the roll, including members on 
both sides, and written in such a lofty spirit of justice and truth 
and kind-heartedness. 


EULOGIES ON THE 


Mr. JONES of Virginia. 
resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the Hon. PETER J. Orry, late a 
member of this House from the State of Virginia, and in pursuance of the 
order of the House heretofore made, the business of the House be now sus- 
pended to enable his associates to pay fitting tribute to his high character 
and distinguished services. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect at the conclusion of these 
exercises the House do adjourn. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be, and he is hereby, instructed to send a copy of 
these resolutions to the family of the deceased. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCLELLAN), 
is on agreeing to the resolutions. 
The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 


LATE REPRESENTATIVE OTEY. 
Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 


The question 


Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, death is an unwelcome 
messenger, but none comes more surely, none comes with a sum- 
mons more imperative. The messenger, though expected, gener- 
ally arrives unexpectedly. To each of us he is destined to come, 
and none of us who have arrived at the years of understanding 
have any hope of escaping service of the final summons, which 
all must obey; but we are prone to delude ourselves into a sem- 
blance of belief that the stern messenger will not arrive for many 
days or years, even when every known signal of physical distress 
heralds his coming and beckons him to make haste. 

Familiar as we are with death, and often as the summons which 
he bears comes to friend and foe all about us, we are startled and 
shocked as one after another of the children of our Heavenly 
Father goes hence, to return no more forever. Particularly is 
this true when the stricken one is bound to us by the strong ties 
of kinship or by the almost equally strong tie of friendship. 

Thus it was that when the announcement of the death of Major 


) : | OTEY came so unexpectedly I, with hundreds of other friends, 
He put me in the carriage, and we drove to the hotel, where he | 


felt the shock of a personal loss, and shared the grief which the 
sudden taking off of a dear friend ever brings. And now, on this 
day set apart for the paying of our tributes to the memory of the 
deceased, with mingled feelings of sorrow that he has gone from 
among us and pride that while here the ties of a warm friendship 
brought us close together, I would utter a few words concerning 
the good man who lately was our colleague upon this floor, and 
who now we fain would believe has his place in a higher sphere 
of service. 

PETER JOHNSTON OTEY was born in Lynchburg, Va., December 
22, 1840, and died there on Sunday, May 4, 1902. He came ofa 
distinguished Virginia family on both the paternal and maternal 
The father was John M. Otey; the maiden name of the 
mother was Lucy W. Norvell. His grandfather, John Otey, won 
distinction in the Revolutionary war, fighting for the rights and 


| the liberty of the colonies. 


Major OTEY was educated at the Virginia Military Institute, 
from which he was graduated July 1, 1860. To the profession 
of civil engineer he determined to devote himself, and at once 
upon graduation he obtained employment with the engineering 
corps upon the Virginia and Kentucky Railroad, under the direc- 
tion of Claudius Crozet, a most distinguished and accomplished 
civil engineer. But the great war between the States soon be- 
gan, and young Orry entered the army, to battle in defense of the 
South, and particularly of his beloved Virginia. His education 
at a military institution second only to West Point had prepared 
him well for this titanic war, where American was to meet Amer- 
ican in deadly conflict, and where the highest military qualities 
of the greatest people on earth were to be illustrated in scenes of 
awful grandeur. 

Major Orey enlisted in the Fifty-first Virginia Infantry, with 
which he served until promoted to major of the Thirtieth Vir- 
ginia Battalion. In the summer and autumn of 1861 he saw ac- 
tive service in southeast Virginia, in the Kanawha Valley, where 
his commander was Gen. John B. Floyd, an uncle of his wife. 
He was at Fort Donelson, whence, with most of Floyd’s com- 
mand, he escaped just before the surrender and when the choice 


| was between surrender and a desperate effort to escape that fate 
There was no condition of life in which he was not equal to 


by breaking through the lines of the besiegers. He also distin- 
guished himself upon the bloody field of Shiloh, where the great 
Southern chieftain, Albert Sidney Johnston, fell, dying with vic- 
tory in his grasp, his untimely death, however, robbing the Con- 
federacy of its chief fruits, 

Later Major Orry saw much hard service with the Army of 
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Northern Virginia. He fought under Breckinridge, Loring, 
Longstreet, Early, and Lee; helped to defend his native city 


against the invading Federal army under Hunter; commanded | 


Wharton’s brigade at the celebrated battle of Cedar Creek, in 
October, 1864; was severely wounded at Newmarket, where the 
cadets from the Virginia Military Institute fought with a steadi- 
ness and valor that would do honor to the finest veterans, many 
of them dying upon the bloody field, and many more leaving 


it maimed for life, youthful sacrifices offered upon the altar of | 


home and Virginia. 

After performing well his part until near the close of the war, 
on the 2d of March, 1865, Major Orry was captured at Waynes- 
boro and taken, a prisoner of war, to Fort Delaware, where he 
was held until after the end was reached at Appomattox. While 
at Fort Delaware he was a companion in misfortune with 


Charles F. Crisp, afterwards a distinguished Speaker of this | 


House. 

It is stated upon what I believe to be good authority that Major 
Orry fired the first cannon discharged with hostile intent after 
Virginia passed the ordinance of secession, and it is also said that 
the shot he then discharged is the only one of all those fired from 
Sewells Point to take effect, this one striking a Federal vessel as 
it slowly moved up the river. 

While the war lasted there was no soldier of the South more 
devoted to the cause in which he was enlisted or more resolute 
in the determination to fight to the end, no matter how great the 
odds in favor of the other side. But when the war was ended, no 
one was readier than he to accept the decision and make the 
most of the situation as he found it. At once he sought employ- 
ment, that in the calm of peace he might do his full share in the 
mighty work of repairing as soon and as well as might be the 
ravages of war. His first employment was as a clerk in an ex- 
press Office in his native city. He had been educated as an engi- 
neer,and naturally he preferred a return to professional pursuits. 
Soon he went with General Mahone to the old Atlantic, Mississippi 
and Ohio Railroad, and was one of the corps which surveyed the 
route from Lynchburg to Danville. Later he built the railroad 
from Lynchburg to Durham, N. C. Later still he organized an 
insurance firm, which bore and yet bears the name of Peter J. 
Otey & Co. He was also for atime engaged in the banking busi- 
ness. 

For many years Major OTEY was active and influential in poli- 
tics for the sake of the cause and to help his friends. Not until 
1894 did he aspire to office. In that year he was elected to the 
House of Representatives as a member from the Sixth district 
of Virginia, taking his seat upon the assembling of the Fifty- 
fourth Congress. He was reelected to the Fifty-fifth, Fifty-sixth, 
and Fifty-seventh Congresses, and, had he lived, would have 
been nominated without opposition and as certainly elected to the 
Fifty-eighth Congress. Through two exciting Presidential cam- 
paigns he ably represented Virginia on the national Democratic 
committee. 

In Congress Major OTEY was known as a most industrious, 
obliging, efficient, and conscientious member. He grew upon the 
House, and his friends here, as in Virginia, were as numerous 
as his acquaintances. 

Too much can not be said of the high character and many ex- 
cellent qualities of this truly great man. I do not believe he had 
anenemy. I do not understand what manner of man it is who 
could be his enemy. He was generosity and kindliness and char- 
ity personified. He was a model of industry and a paragon in 
promptness and exactness. He had a place for everything, and 
everything that he touched bore evidence of his orderly methods 
and his thorough system. 

He was a man of fine ability, and no atom of his ability or en- 
ergy ever found unworthy channels or was directed to ignoble ends. 

Major Orry ranked high in the House, not only for his industry 
and probity and amiability, but also for his humor. He was one 
of the few real humorists in the Congress. Every one who was 
present when they occurred will recall his happy sallies. His 
humor was unadulterated. It pleased and soothed and cheered. 
It never wounded or exasperated. He was all sunshine and ten- 
derness and charity, and his humor was as natural and as innocent 
an] as charming as the laughter of children. It smoothed away 
the wrinkles that care brings, banished the clouds, let in the sun- 
shine, and awakened in the soul the echoes of mumuring rills and 
the songs of the birds. How we miss the master artist of humor, 
now gone from among us! 

Major Orgy had a great, never-failing, ever-present love for 
the old Confederate soldier. His soul swelled and his pride 
mounted as he recalled the heroism of the man in gray. His 
tender heart was melted as he thought of the privations, the 
sorrows, the sufferings of his companions in arms. He never 
was happier than in the company of the grizzled veterans of the 
lost cause. With generous hand he ministered to the needy, and 
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| with kindly touch and prayerful spirit he strove, oh, so gently, 


to bind up the wounds of the afflicted. Devotion to a common 
cause, community of effort, of endurance, and of suffering made 
all Confederates of kin to him—every one was his brother. They 
will miss him about the old camp fires; the weight of years and 
of infirmities will rest heavier upon many; to many there will be 
longer days of sadness and fewer hours of joy, now that the 
friend of them all is to help them and gladden them no more. He 
was the pupil of Stonewall Jackson; a son, loving and devoted, 
of old Virginia; deep in sympathy with all who make sacrifices, 
all who suffer—how could it be otherwise than that he would 
cherish the memories and love the survivors of the Confed- 
eracy? 

But it must not be thought by those who did not know our dead 
friend. it could not be by any of those who did know him, that 
in his love and veneration for the South, and for the traditions 
and heroes of the South, he was lacking in devotion to the whole 
of our great Republic. No truer American ever lived. He was 
entirely void of sectional bitterness. For him there was no land 
but the United States. His love for the South was not unlike 
family affection, his love for the whole country was like unto the 
love of a friend, hardly short, indeed, of love for a venerated 
mother, whose chastisement is long since forgotten. 

The tender relations between Major Orry and his devoted wife, 
who remains to cherish his memory and mourn the loss of his 
delightful companionship, were rich in all of good and nobility 
that the marital union can yield. Not only were this husband 
and wife most devoted and most happy in their strong and en- 
during attachment, the one for the other, but Mrs. Otey was the 
trusted counselor and ever efficient helper of her husband in 
every work and every ambition. 

Nor was this most excellent man anything short of the idol of 
his children, while for them his love ever flowed warm and free. 
Death indeed sought a shining mark when he aimed his unerring 
shaft at Peter J. OTEy, and out of a happy family, whose exist- 
ence was sweetened by every gift of love and gentleness, has 
passed the head—the beloved of all and who devotedly loved all. 

I can not deny myself the satisfaction to be derived from re- 
lating an incident in the life of Major Orry, trifling maybe, ac- 
cording to the views of some, but in my judgment fairly illus- 
trative of an admirable trait of character. Once, many years 
ago, as some of Major OTEy’s children were at play with some 
other children one of the youngsters, a negro boy, was bitten by 
amoccasin. The child screamed with pain and fright, and Major 
OTEY, who was at the house some distance away, ran to the little 
group to learn what the trouble was. They were in the country, 
and no physician or remedies near. Something must be done at 
once, or the little black boy would die. Major Orry sent some 
one posthaste for a doctor, and then, with the heroism of a mar- 
tyr and the charity of a saint, he took the black bunch of hu- 
manity into his arms, put the wounded little black finger into his 
mouth, and patiently, without thought of the danger to which 
he exposed himself—no; with full knowledge of the danger—with 
his own lips he drew from the snake bite the deadly venom. 
When the doctor came he declared that but for Major Orry’s 
heroic deed the imperiled life could not have been saved. Of 
course the physician marveled at what had been done, but OTEy 
thought nothing of it. He had merely done what humanity dic- 
tated: done it without fear, for he knew not fear in the discharge 
of duty. 

I knew Major OtTry before I met him as a member of Con- 
gress; knew him as a leading man of the old Commonwealth of 
our love and pride; but it was as a colleague here that I learned 
to know him well and to love him. Toall of us he was the truest 
and the best of friends. He never thought of gain for himself at 
the expense of another. He was ever ready to serve his friends. 
His chief pleasure as a member of Congress was found in trying 
to do something for his fellow-members. In this service of love 
he freely crossed the great aisle which separates us in the House 
upon the lines of party. A most ardent Democrat himself, he 
numbered among his warm, personal friends many distinguished 
Republicans, and he was as generous in kindly deeds to the one 
as to the other. 

I had for Major Orry the affection of a brother, and it is one of 
the consolations of my life to believe that his affection for me 
was not less. He was a man in whom implicit confidence could 
be reposed. He never abandoned a friend nor betrayed a trust. 

I entered the House as a member of the Fifty-second Congress, 
Among those elected to that Congress from Virginia was Gen. 
William H. F. Lee, favorite son of the immortal Robert E. Lee. 
Death claimed him before the time for the assembling of Con- 
gress arrived. Since I have been here Virginia has lost fr« 7m her 
delegation Senator John S. Barbour, a noble representative of her 
best statesmanship; Sidney P. Epes, a lovable young man, taken 
in the spring and promise of manhood; Richard A. Wise, scion 
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of an illustrious family, a man of years and of experience, and 
Peter J. Orey, to whose blessed memory we would this day 
pay just tribute. To this list may be added from the number of 
those whom Virginia sent to the Congress since I entered it, 
Smith S. Turner, Paul C. Edmonds, E. E. Meredith, and Gen. 
James A. Walker, each of whom died soon after leaving the 
House. I do not believe the mortality among Congressmen has 
been so great in the period mentioned in any other State of the 
Union as it has been in Virginia. 

Major Orry loved the Virginia Military Institute, from whose 
halls he departed with his graduation certificate just before the 
storm of the civil war broke upon thecountry. He looked forward 
with bright anticipations to a visit to the old institution at the 
June commencement, just passed. But it was not to be. He 
had seen historic Lexington for the last time. He had followed 
his famous preceptor, Stonewall Jackson, over the river, for the 
final rest in the shade of the trees. 

i was one of the Congressional committee appointed to attend 
the funeral of Major Orgy, and never can I forget that sad day 
in Lynchburg. Business was suspended, universal grief had 
hushed the everyday stir of the busy marts where men strive in 
the contests known to commerce. The community followed to 
the tomb the remains of the citizen whom all loved, and of 
whom all were proud. Most touching was-the picture made by 
the group of Confederate veterans assembled around the open 
grave. They had braved death often, had grown familiar enough 
with the dread presence tomake sport of it. Butthere they were 
thoughtful and sad. The well-loved comrade and friend had 
gone from among them. Another tie, linking them to the past 
and binding them to the present, had been broken. 


| ory. 
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by the estimation in which he is held by his fellow-citizens with 

| whom he lived and for whom he had dedicated his life. 
The entire populace of the city that he represented in this 
House gathered at his grave to do him honor and revere his mem- 
He is sincerely mourned by soldiers, public men, and his 
vast constituency. Brave men of both armies bowed in rever- 


ence over his fresh-made grave and testified by flowers and by 


tears the sense of loss so all pervading. 


Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, the duty, or rather the privilege, 
of adding my humble tribute to the exalted character, the useful 
life, and the public services of my deceased brother is sadly con- 
genial to my feelings, for in so doing I place 4 leaf upon the grave 


| of a cherished friend. 


As we turned from the last resting place of our friend we paused | 


to gaze once more upon the wealth of glorious flowers—nature’s 
own offering, sweetened by the touch of lovely woman—piled high 
over the abandoned tenement of clay. 

And so we left him asleep under the flowers. 

Good bye, dear friend. Your life was sweet and noble, and 
sweet and ennobling memories of you will abide with us who knew 
you and who were blessed with your friendship until the day 
comes, be it near or far, for us to go the way you have gone. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I can not permit this mournful 
occasion to pass without pronouncing some eulogy on the life of 
the late lamented PeTER JOHNSTON OTEY. 

We came to Congress together. This was our first acquaint- 
ance, but it ripened into a close friendship that continued un- 
broken until his untimely death. The attachment that grew 
between us was sincere, and I learned to respect his judgment 
and to confide in his wise and conservative counsel. Ifound Mr. 
OTEY a most companionable friend, and his association with me 
is a sweet memory as we pause here to pay the final tribute to 
his worth. 

I have every reason to believe that he was a most courageous 
soldier. I certainly know that he was a wise and useful legisla- 
tor. Possessed of more than ordinary intelligence, a good busi- 
ness man, broad minded, honest, and untiring, he made his mark 
in this House, as this mournful occasion so eloquently testifies. 

There was nothing narrow nor selfish in his nature. His genial- 
ity, his conservatism, and his faithfulness in the performance of 
public duty shone conspicuously in his independence of thought 
and action and in the success that crowned his Congressional 
period. 

We all painfully realize that his loss is national, and his co- 
workers on the fioor of this House deeply mourn his sudden and 
untimely death. 

[ remember full well the last time Isaw him. He came to our 
committee room to examine into matters of public interest, de- 

‘ing that he was going home for a few days, and that on his 
return he would take up the many important matters demanding 
his personal attention. We little thought, Mr. Speaker, that 
leath would interrupt the plans that he had matured by so sud- 


ley 
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aes 
denly summoning him to that bourne from which no traveler 
returns. Scarcely had he departed from this House when the 
news of his death reached and saddened us. 

His time and attention were given to the discharge of his public 
duties with a faithfulness and assiduity that challenged our ad- 
miration. I shall always respect his memory, and in this solemn 
presence declare my faith in his honesty and capability. 


His great aim was to do his full duty in the living present | 


and to so gauge his action that it would have a beneficial effect 
upon the things of the future. 
of his duties, unobtrusive, effectual, and engaging. 

Ic can be said of the lamented dead that he was proud of his 
State and loyal to his country. While greater men have lived 
and died, few indeed surpass him in the even tenor of his way 
and in the modesty and cordiality that characterized him and 
adorned his public career. We have the right to measure a man 


th 
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| his ready wit and happy humor. 





He was modest in the discharge | 


| his native State. 


PETER JOHNSTON OTEY was of an honorable lineage, and his 
family connection was large and influential. He was educated at 
the Virginia Military Institute, the West Point of the South, and 
while he was a cadet at that institution the John Brown raid 
upon Harpers Ferry, that portent of the approaching storm of 
sectional strife, startled the South like the sound of a fire bell in 
the night. He marched with his fellow-cadets to the scene of the 
first hostile invasion of Virginia. 

After his graduation in 1860 he engaged as a civil engineer in 
the business of railroad construction, but promptly upon the se- 
cession of Virginia he laid this aside to enlist in the defense of 
His first service was in the Western campaign 
that culminated in the sanguinary battle of Shiloh, after which 
he was in the infantry line of the army of northern Virginia to 
the close of the war, being severely wounded at the battle of 
Newmarket. 

With the termination of hostilities he entered upon a business 
career which absorbed and engaged every faculty of mind and 
body until his election to Congress in 1894. In the insurance 
business, as a bank officer, and as railroad president he was sig- 
nally successful. This could not but ‘be so, since to a fine dis- 
criminating judgment, quick perception, systematic and meth- 


| odical habits and scrupulous integrity he united an indomitable 
| energy that was almost impetuous in its eager activity. 


He was 


essentially a business man. The conspicuously active and ener- 


| getic community in which he lived did not possess a busier, 


brainier man. His name was thesynonym of honor and upright- 
ness, and no man ever enjoyed the confidence of a community in 
a higher degree than Major Orry enjoyed that of the commu- 


| nity in which he was born, had been reared, and had spent his 
life. 


From earliest manhood he took a lively interest in public af- 
fairs, and actively participated in politics in the sense of being an 
ardent organizer and worker in all campaigns, local and general; 
but he never held an office until he was elected to Congress eight 
years ago. 

He addressed himself to his duties as Congressman with the 
same zeal and assiduity which characterized his business career. 
His fidelity to his constituents in the prompt response to their 
letters and immediate attention to their wants and wishes was 
proverbial. In such estimation was he held by those whom he 








represented that there existed throughout his district a practical 
unanimity of sentiment in his renominations and returns to Con- 
gress. 

In the maintenance and advocacy of his political convictions 
he was frank and fearless, but his candor was ever united with 
courtesy and due consideration for those who entertained con- 
flicting views. The debates in this Hall have often witnessed 
So genial were his manners 
and so cordial his intercourse with his associates, so earnest the 
advocacy of the measures he espoused, that few members were 
more successful in securing legislation they desired. 

It is not, Mr. Speaker, upon this side of the Chamber only that 
the vacant chair will be regarded with sincere regret, for he had 
a place in the kindly esteem and affection of not only his personal 
and political friends here, but of many who held variant views 
from his upon the public questions of the day. 

But neither his usefulness and fidelity as a Representative, nor 
his elevated character, nor his gracious and engaging manners 
could avail to ward off that summons which sooner or later 1s 
inevitable to all. 

It came to him at the consummate hour of his existence. His 
ever rising and ascending life had attained the zenith where his 
vigorous intellectual powers had reached a ripe maturity, with- 
out as yet the least touch of decline. 

So reluctant, sir, was he to obtrude his personal troubles and 
solicitudes upon others that few of even his closest friends were 
aware that he had for more than a year suffered from the malady 
to which he finally succumbed—succumbed so quietly and in 
such retirement from the gaze of the world that the announce- 
ment of his death was the first intimation that most of his friends 
and neighbors had that he was in a precarious condition. 
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While, therefore, Mr. Speaker, his friends were taken unawares, 
he was not. We may believe that often while he wore a cheerful 
exterior to his friends, he was wont 

To listen, listen, day by day, 
To hear their tread 

Who bear the finished web away, 
And cut the thread. 

His end was comparatively painless, and found him in the un- 
clouded possession of his mental faculties. There was no long 
and anxious watching by a bed of suffering; no slow decline; no 
gradual eclipse of the receding world, when 

Unto dying eyes 
The casement slowly grows a glimmering square. 

It came as doubtless he would have desired, for it found him 
with his house set in order as for the reception of a friendly guest. 

May we, his associates in this Hall, so heed the lessons of his 
life that we shall be in like readiness when the insatiate archer 
shall aim his unerring shaft at us, and that each of us may in 
that supreme hour catch the song of rapt anticipation that fell 
upon the ear of dying Sintram: 

Death comes to set thee free; 
O meet him cheerily 

As thy best friend; 
And all thy fears shall cease, 
And in eternal peace 

Thy sorrows end. 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, there are always some peculiar 
and leading traits of character that mark the lives of mankind, 
some special and distinguishing features of disposition and con- 
duct that predominate all others and serve to impress upon their 
associates the personalities of men, and on account of which they 
will always be particularly remembered by those who knew them. 
Frequently, if not always, after the death of our fellow-men we 
attach greater importance and more appropriate significance to 
these peculiar attributes than we do while they live. 

It is somewhat strange, but nevertheless true, that we are prone 
to bestow greater credit upon and readier recognition of worthy 
deeds and virtuous characteristics after those who exemplified 
them have passed away. It seems that the due and impartial 
audit is only made up when the subject thereof has gone beyond 
the boundary where human commendation can reach. It would 
be better if we should cheer and strengthen one another with our 
approbation along the journey rather than to wait and stay our 
expression of appreciation until the end is reached. 

in the life and conduct of Major Orgy there were discovered, 
in conspicuous degree, kindliness of heart, promptness to serve 
his friends and associates, and untiring industry. I believe he 
was the most accommodating member of Congress to his col- 
leagues in the House, in all matters pending before the commit- 
tees upon which he served, of any man I have known in this body. 
He always was ready to give his close personal attention, upon 
request, to the bills and measures in which others were interested, 
making their business and wishes his especial concern. He was 
never too busy nor self-absorbed to be indifferent to or neglectful 
of the affairs of his fellows. 

He was uniformly polite and obliging, nor did he postpone his 
altruistic care and assistance to suit his own convenience. He 
was a man of usually grave demeanor, but at times the genial 
current of his soul rose high, and often his wit and merriment 
refreshed his companions. Who of us does not remember the 
recreation and diversion he afforded us? We all knew him well, 
and he was universally regarded with the kindest feeling. It 
was impossible when thrown into contact with him not to like 
him and be drawn to him. He had a kind word and a pleasant 
manner to everyone within the circle of his association. 

_ We were shocked at the suddenness of his death. He had been 
designated by the Speaker as one of the funeral committee to at- 
tend the last sad rites of a deceased fellow-Congressman; but be- 
tore he could render this solemn service he, too, was called away. 
We r member the unusual and striking circumstance, never be- 
fore witnessed in the House, when three desks were covered 
with crape and flowers, and one of these was that of Major Orry. 
How mysterious and inscrutable are the ways of Providence! 
How brittle the cord that binds us to life! How quick and sharp 
the ultimate summons cometh! 

We all miss our departed colleague. We all deplore his death. 
His taking off is specially sad to his old comrades. Time and 
death are rapidly decimating the survivors of the awful conflict 
of the sixties in the last century, in which he bore an honorable 
part. The mortuary columns of the daily press are filled with 
the tidings of the passing away of veterans on either side, and the 
period hastens when there will none be left to relate from per- 
Sonal experience the story of that terrible struggle. When an- 
other decade shall have passed, it will be rare, indeed, if at all, 





shades of retiracy from official stations and life’s activities, but 
their transition will not be unnoticed. ‘‘ They shall not go with- 
out their fame.”’ 

The Southland can never afford to ignore or subtract from its 
records and history its chivalry and devotion, its sacrifice and 
suffering, its contribution to the upbuilding of its places made 
waste and desolate by war, when the arbitrament of the bayonet 
had determined the issues of the conflict, as exhibited in the worth 
and work of these men of undaunted courage and consecration to 
their convictions of duty. In war and peace they have ever been 
‘* where only men were wanted, and only men were found.”’ 

The winning side never lacks forchampions. Triumph insures 
its own immortality; but the duty remains with those of us who 
yet survive, as it will with our posterity when we are all gone, to 
perpetuate and keep green the memory and manhood of the South- 
ern heroes who dedicated their loftiest efforts and offered their 
lives to the cause of liberty and truth, as it was given to them to 
see it. The victories they have accomplished in subsequent peace 
are no less renowned than their valor on the field of battle; for 
they have demonstrated the highest qualities of American citi- 
zenship, and displayed the utmost devotion and energy in the 
reparation of the woes and wounds that ensued the civil war. 

Major OTEY was a gallant soldier. His record in war is with- 
out blot or blemish. The testimonials of his immediate people 
concerning his merits as a citizen are spontaneous and abundant. 
Those who knew him best, his friends and neighbors, before 
whom he went in and out, and who were familiar with his daily 
walk, are quick to affirm his many virtues. All speak well of 
him, and their mourning over his death was universal. The 
large and sorrowful congregation that attended his obsequies at- 
tested the great esteem in which he was held at his home, while 
the tribute on that occasion from the pulpit to his splendid man- 
hood was highly affirmative of his probity and purity of char- 
acter. 

It may be truthfully said of him .that he was a good man, faith- 
ful in all his public and private relations, upright in his deport- 
ment, and promptly obedient to every call of duty. Whatever 
may be the limitation of the heritage in this world’s goods that 
he has left to his family and descendants, he has bestowed upon 
them the imperishable treasure of his ‘“‘ good name, which is better 
than riches.’’ His career is closed, his useful life is ended, he 
has discharged the last debt which all humanity must pay; let us 
hope that he is enjoying in a brighter, better clime the recompense 
of ‘‘ the just made perfect.’’ 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, ‘‘ the paths of glory lead but to the 
grave; and yet one who treads those paths with honor to him- 
self leaves behind him a name and an example which uplift the 
aims of men and make the world better because he has lived. 
PETER JOHNSTON OTEY was such aman. In defenseof hiscountry 
he won honors and distinction. His service in the army was 
typical of the man; seeking no high command, having no great 
rank, he yet impressed his personality upon superiors and inferiors 
alike, and did his duty effectively and with consummate gallantry. 
Beloved and honored by his comrades to the last day of his life, he 
has jcined those in the great beyond who by his side wrought in 
that great strife ‘‘ where the grapes were bullets and the wine 
was blood.” 

He was one of those who accepted results, and when the war 
was over put his shoulder to the wheels of enterprise and prog- 
ress. He aided in the upbuilding of the waste places of his be- 
loved State; and from 1866 to the hour of his death he devoted 
the energies of his mind and the strength of his being to Virginia 
and Virginia’s welfare. In public affairs he took a prominent 
part, and his advice and counsel were sought after by the wisest 
men, not only in Virginia, but in the country. His heart was 
pure, his motives high, and because of these attributes his influ- 
ence was widespread and effective. Possessed of a loyal heart, 
other hearts sought and found in him a friend, ‘‘A very present 
help in trouble.’’ 

His service in this House was conspicuous for energy, for ef- 
fectiveness in accomplishing results, for untiring efforts in behalf 
of his people, for an undivided attention to the wants of his con 
stituents, for unfailing courtesy, and for that uprightness of 
character which gained for him the sincere confidence of his fel- 
low-members on this floor. 

Buoyant in disposition, genial in intercourse, ever ready to 
comply with requests, considerate of all, he was beloved by all. 

His loss to his colleagues from Virginia can never be supplied. 
With them he was in peculiar accord. It is no exaggeration to 
say that he was beloved by us all, trusted by us all, confided in 
by us all, looked up to by us all. Virginia has lost a devoted son 
who lived up to her best traditions. He rests in her consecrated 
soil; by the banks of his beloved river, whose murmur soothed 


to find an ex-Confederate soldier in public life. The rush of years | him in infancy, he sleeps. Virginia will ever honor his memory. 
and the pressure of later generations are pushing them into the ' His name and his fame will be one of her precious keepsakes. 
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Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise for the purpose of 
pronouncing any extended eulogy upon our deceased friend. 
That has already been eloquently done by the members of his 
State delegation who have preceded me. But I think I have 
known Major OTry longer and better perhaps than any member 
of the Virginia delegation, and I do not feel that I can let this 
occasion pass without saying something to show my appreciation 
of his many noble traits and his manly and sterling character. 
We were born in the same town, reared in the same community, 
educated at the same school, and for years before I went to the 
State of Minnesota were neighbors and friends. 

My farther was his father’s friend, and it isa great satisfaction 
to me to feel that he was my friend. He was one of seven broth- 
ers who went from our city into the Confederate army, and all 
of whom served with consummate gallantry that cause which, 
whatever may be thought of it now, they believed in, and for 
which they were all ready to, and some of them did, give their 
lives. His brother, Col. Kirk Otey, was brought to my father’s 
house in Richmond when he was desperately wounded in the 
bloody battles around that city in 1862, and for two generations 
the most cordial friendship has existed between our families. 


And so I think I can say that I knew Major Orry perhaps better | 


than he was known by any member of this House. 

I knew him as brother, husband, father; as a private citizen 
and a public man, and in whatever relation or capacity i knew 
him he was always the same able, honorable, upright, pure, and 
genial gentleman. Whether as bank cashier, insurance agent, 
railroad president, or member of this honorable body, he was 
always faithful to his obligations and ever punctual and atten- 
tive to his duties. If there was one characteristic more marked 
in him than any other, it was his capacity for organization, his 
close attention to and mastery of details,and his untiring energy 
in directing and guiding the organization he had created. Thus 
it was that he gained the prominence he attained in the commu- 
nity in which he lived, and established himself in the confidence 
of his neighbors. 

Major Orry served with conspicuous gallantry and ability 
throughout the entire civil war, commanding in one of the bat- 
tles the brigade to which he belonged. He was, of course, im- 
bued with the prejudices (if they may be so styled), and perhaps 
the hatreds, of his people. Certainly he had their principles. 
But when the gallant fight had been made, and the war was over, 
and all was lost save honor, he gracefully and honestly and sin- 
cerely accepted the result and addressed himself to that business 
career which brought honor to him at home, and ended with his 
distinguished services in this House. 

Virginia has produced many sons whose names will stand higher 
on the roll of fame than will that of Major Orry, but she never 
had a son more loyal, more devoted, and more determined to 
serve her with heart and soul. Well might she be proud of 
him. 

Major OTEY came of a family able, sincere, brave, chivalrous, 
but no scion of that family was abler, more sincere, braver, more 
chivalrous than he. 

It so happened that we were on opposite sides in politics at a 
time in Virginia when the contests were bitter and severe. The 
first time I ever ran for Congress he was the chairman of the 
committee of the opposite political party, but I never knew or 
heard of his doing anything that might not be expected of an 
honorable opponent, and there was never a time when our per- 
sonal friendship was severed or even strained. 

When I came to this body, I found him here, and I have felt 
during all the time in which we were colleagues that, although 
still on opposite sides politically, there was no man here to whom 
I could go with greater assurance as a friend. 

And so I say, Mr. Speaker, that I did not feel that I could let 
this occasion pass without bearing my feeble testimony to his no- 
ble and generous character. My sincere sympathy goes out to 
his wife, his children, and his many friends in the community 
where we were born and which he so faithfully represented, and 
I join with them in the belief that he has passed to a brighter 
and happier realm beyond the shadows of this fitful life. Peace 
to his ashes. 


Mr.SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, this House hasassembled upon 
this sacred Sabbath to pay tribute to our distinguished colleagues 
who recently departed this life. With much eloquence deserved 
tribute has been paid to that eminent son of New York, Amos 
CuMMINGS, whose loss we all deeply deplore. Virginia mingles 
her sorrow with all the rest of the country, and mourns with 
New York in the loss of her great son. 

We, of Virginia, in the death of Maj. Peter J. Orry, have 
sustained a great and irreparable loss, and take this as a fitting 
occasion to nay tribute to his illustrious services and preeminent 
virtues. There was no man in public life in Virginia who was 
more universally admired, more highly esteemed, than our 
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deceased colleague. 
fined to his own district or to his own section, but they embraced 
the entire State. 

Major Orery illustrated in his personal traits of character, in 
his public life and public services, the best developments of Vir- 
ginia character, which in purity, in force, and the best elements 


His popularity and his friends were not con. 


of humanity, have been unsurpassed. He wasa fair type of those 
Virginians who, commencing with the majestic Washington and 
ending with the matchless Lee, have made resplendent the his- 
tory of Virginia the world over. His lineage was of the purest 
and best in the State. He was a worthy descendant of worthy 
and noted ancestry. He possessed all the lofty attributes and 
high ideals which characterize his ancestry. He was brave 
truthful, honest, frank, candid, and loyal. I never knew a man 
possessing to a higher degree that great virtue which embodies 
what is known as personal integrity and honor. Affable, pleas- 
ant, genial, and chivalric, he always possessed a host of friends 
and admirers. 

A distinguished writer has well said that the brightest jewel 
that can decorate a man is courage, and the brightest jewel that 
an decorate a woman is purity. Courage in man and purity in 
woman have been the two great civilizing forces which have 
enabled mankind to attain its present development and progress, 
No braver heart ever fluttered in man than that which pulsated 
in the breast of Major OTEY. 

Asamere youth he rendered distinguished service in the late civi] 
war, and many battlefields and rapid promotions gave testimony 
to his courage and superb qualities as a soldier. In a business 
career his honesty, industry, quick aptitude, knowledge, and at- 
tention to business accomplished good results. Coming froma 
war with a fortune which he inherited wasted and destroyed, he 
rapidly built up a successful insurance business, and became noted 
as the most successful banking and financial officer of his section, 
Under great difficulties he built and constructed the Lynchburg 
and Durham Railroad, which has been of great benefit and brought 
great blessings to his city and section. He was president of this 
road and operated it with much ability until it was purchased 
and merged into a larger system. 

In the politics of Virginia he has been potential, exerting bene- 
ficial and a widespread influence in the State. In the campaign 
in Virginia which culminated in the overthrow of repudiation and 
Mahoneism in that State none deserve more credit for efficient 
service than Major Orgy. His powers of organization, his silent 
and persistent work, his wise counsel and leadership constituted 
a large factor in the victory which the Democracy achieved in 
1883. He always manifested a great interest in public affairs, 
His party loved and trusted him fully and completely. 

For six years he has represented the State of Virginia upon the 
national Democratic committee, a high honor which his party 
was glad to bestow upon him unanimously and which he held at 
the time of his death and would have continued to hold as long 
as he lived. He never asked for a public office until 1894, when 
he was elected to Congress from the Sixth Congressional district 
of Virginia, and which position he held at the time of his death 
and would have continued to hold as long ashe lived. No Repre- 
sentative from Virginia had the confidence, the love, and affec- 
tion of his constituency to a greater degree than Major OTEY. 
There was no Representative in this body more attentive to his 
duties or discharged his public duties and served his constituency 
more faithfully and patriotically than our deceased colleague, 
and I believe his unfortunate illness and death largely resulted 
from his excessive work and his strict attention to the duties of 
his position. . 

The humblest request from the humblest constituent of his he 
treated asa command to be obeyed, and only those who have 
been intimately associated with him realize the amount of work 
he accomplished and the strict and continuous attention he paid 
to the duties of his office. I can say justly that I have known no 
Representative since I have been in Congress more faithful, more 
efficient, and more capable than Major Orry. 

He had a strong, clear, masculine mind which would grasp 
public questions with force and clearness. He knew what was 
right, and his vote and influence were always in that direction. 
No man has ever served in this body whose public life was purer 
and freer from blemish. He was an attractive speaker and was 
always listened to with attention by the House. I do not believe 
there was a member of this House who was more highly esteemed, 
more generally loved and liked, than Major OTry. 

During the last years of his service in this House I had the 
pleasure of being his desk mate. During this time he was pos- 
sessed of a fatal illness which he knew ultimately must term!- 
nate seriously, yet none would never have judged this from 
his conductormanner. He wasalwayscheerful, buoyant, bright, 
and sunshiny, manly, courageous, active, and energetic to the 
end. Nothing has more impressed me than to see this, know- 
ing, as I did, his serious illness. It exhibited far more than any 
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language I possess can express his brave, courageous heart, his | 


firm will, and energetic determination. 

Thackeray, in his great novel Vanity Fair, has well said that 
the world is a looking-glass and gives back to every man the re- 
flection of his own face. If he smiles upon it, it smiles upon 


him; if he loves it, it loves him, invariably mirroring back a true | 


picture of the man presented. This is a profound truth which 


friend. He loved the world and its people, and it showered him 
with its esteem and affection. He smiled upon the world with 
bright smiles, and it met him with smiles and friends. He 
treated the world well, honestly, and fairly, and it gave him its 
esteem, its regard, confidence, and affection. 

When I went to Lynchburg to his burial services I was deeply 
impressed with this great truth; from all portions of his district 
and State people came to pay tribute to his worth and virtue. In 
his home city all business was suspended, and it seemed if every 
person of that city felt that they had experienced a personal loss. 

Mr. Speaker, such are the rewards which await manly, honor- 
able, and pure lives such as was led by our late colleague. He 
discharged the duties and = all the obligations of his 
life courageously and completely. 

A more devoted husband never lived. His wife was his con- 
stant companion, and participated in all of his work, shared all 
of his joys and disappointments, and divided with him the work 
and toil incident to his office. Nothing has ever touched me 
more or furnished me more eloquent proof of Major OTry’s high 
qualities of mind and heart than the sweet, lasting intimacy and 
affection between himself and wife. He loved to a passionate 


degree his children and grandchildren, which they returned with | 


deep intensity and esteem. He was loved and esteemed by his 
neighbors, his colleagues in Congress, his State, and by all who 
were brought in contact with him. 

His life, Mr. Speaker, constitutes a life of success; one of many 
achievements; one deserving of great commendation; one which 


beneficial. Such a life constitutes a rich heritage and solace to 


his family and friends, adds additional luster to his State, and fur- | 
nishes an example worthy to be followed by those possessed of | 


the responsibilities of a public life. 


we are and what we do and what we may do depends very largely 
upon the inheritance of birth. Those who come of good ancestry, 


who trace their line through heroic stock, who track back | 
through good lives, have a better assurance, enter life with a | 
better promise of success, than those who come in less kindly en- | 


dowed bynature. And yet nature has a way of her own of gath- 


bad, sifting and assorting, and from time to time, from sources 
unpretentious and unpromising, combining happily the elements 
which make the very best and the very highest of human kind. 

The friend to whose memory we pay tribute this day was happy 
in that his ancestry was historic and of excellent quality. He in- 
herited from both his mother and his father qualities which are 


best expressed and best summarized in the one phrase which has | 


become historic. Hecame fromaline of Virginia gentlemen, and 


he was himself worthy of that line and a typical ** Virginia gen- | 


’ 


tleman.’ 

He was hardly more than a boy when the war broke out. Fresh 
from the Virginia Military Institute, just a little while away 
from the schoolbooks and discipline of that institution, just a 
little while abroad in the work of men, when the tocsin of war 
sounded and the great crisis in the history of our country and in 
the history of so many of our people individually was upon him 
and upon all. In retrospect we certainly can not wonder that 
Major Orry took precisely the course which he did take. Youth- 
ful as he was, of course he had never thought or read or specu- 
lated deeply upon the general questions of secession and of States’ 
rights or of national power and of national rights. 
_ He had the education of a soldier. There had been instilled 
into him for four years the elements necessary to make an officer, 
and to them he had added, by way of inheritance, patriotism and 
an intense love of home and of old Virginia. To him the war 
meant invasion, as it did to so many others; to his ardent soul 
risk and danger, destruction and death, threatened, impended, 
unless resistance could be effective, to all that was worth pre- 
serving, to all that he loved. When the note of preparation for 
invasion came from over the border, and when later the tread of 
armed men was heard echoing over the hills and along the val- 
leys and by the streams of old Virginia, he and others like him 
stopped not to reason or to speculate. 

They had no time for abstractions. The concrete and only 
question of the day was upon them. Orry, with his brothers, 
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seven in all—what a heroic family it must have been—cast his 


| lot with his own people, in his own land, with his neighbors, with 


his friends, with the citizenship and the chivalry of Virginia, and 


| stood for the home that he loved against the force that men- 


aced it. 
Well he bore his part in the dreadful conflicts of four years. 


| He did it, as did his illustrious chieftain, the great leader of the 
is illustrated fully in the life and death of our distinguished 


armies of the South, without bitterness, without malevolence, 


| without envy, without feeling of enmity toward any individual or 


force engaged in warfare upon the otherside. He simply followed 
the course of duty as he saw it; fought without a desire to inflict 
wanton injury, but with the intent and desire to protect, to shield, 
to save. 

Coming through the war, this sunny-hearted and brave-spirited, 
kindly, just, and broad-minded man, after the field had been 
swept with the storm of shot and shell, and after hundreds and 
thousands of the bravest and best of the North and South and of 
the world had perished, when the blessings of peace came, no re- 


| construction was needed either in the genial heart or mind or life 
| of our friend. 


Genial and kindly, noble and magnanimous, brave and chiv- 
alrous, through the storm of battle he carried to the dawn of 
peace and the struggles of life beyond it those sterling qualities 
which did not need development, having been inherited and de- 
veloped in stern practice in the life which he led fighting for Vir- 
ginia and for home when Virginia and home were menaced. He 
filled life with charity and a great desire to do good. 

Loving home and Virginia, his love grew and expanded until- 
it embraced all the people of the Union—North and South, East 
and West—whether great or lowly, soldier or civilian, rich or 
poor. Aye, it extended even beyond the confines of country and 
the line of fellow-citizenship; it embraced the whole world. He 
was a man who went through life without desire to do harm to 
any, without a feeling of malevolence toward any, and with an 


| ever present, pulsating desire to do good to all with whom he 
should be imitated, and one whose influence must be lasting and | 


came in contact. 

No wonder that this man was well beloved. No wonder that 
he had friends by the score, by the hundreds, by the thousands, 
and perhaps not a solitary enemy, for he did unto no man any- 


| thing on account of which he could be his enemy. He was so 
| broad minded and kindly that nobody could find in his life any- 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, the great question in life | 
respecting any of us is not so much who our ancestors were as | 
what we are and what we do. It is true, nevertheless, that what | 


thing upon which enmity could fasten. So we find him through- 
out life a model character, manly and humane, sweet and char- 
itable, industrious, painstaking, cheerfully helpful to all. 

We did not know it then—we know it now—that our friend 
was for weeks before his death really and sorely afflicted. He 
knew, as has been remarked in these eulogies, that the mark of 
death was set upon him. He knew that it would not be many 
weeks, months, or years until he would be gathered to his 


| fathers; but he made it known to none. He made no complaint. 
ering up through the years and through all conditions, good and 


To the end he was cheery and helpful, industrious and patient. 
While awaiting the end, he forgot not the duties which lay be- 
tween him and dissolution; he forgot not the duties of the hour; 
but, taxing his waning strength, he discharged those duties with 
the same degree of cheerfulness, with the same disposition to be 
helpful and kindly, as in the very prime and flush and strength 
of life. 

He appeared to be a man exceedingly free from worry and 
care. Having no designs that had to be pursued by furtive 
means, no ends to be accomplished except in direct and honorable 
ways, he lived in the light, loving and greatly enjoying the fel- 
lowship and communion of kindred spirits. 

In the three terms he served in Congress, during which time I 
also was a member, so far as I recollect, I never noticed upon his 
brow the evidence of care; I never saw by his bearing that the 
hand of trouble was upon him, except, I think, as I now recall 
it, during the time shortly preceding his death. 

Being of an exceedingly affectionate nature, he was loyalty 
itself, ever true and faithful to friends. He came to regard, and 
did regard, everybody in his Congressional district, so far as he 
could help him or advance him, as being peculiarly under his 
protection, and having the right to call upon him in every hour 
of need. He was ever ready to do for the humblest as well as the 
mightiest whatever he might do, whatever the necessities might 
require or suggest. 

He looked upon his constituents much as the father looks upon 
his children. He had an affection for them. He could not think 
with patience or satisfaction of the possibility of losing them from 
that care and that protection and that helpfulness which he 
might extend to them as their representative in Congress. = 

Thus it was that during the time when there was pending in his 
own State legislation with reference to redistricting I thought, 
and I believe others who observed him and who enjoyed friend- 
ship and communion with him also thought, because the signs 
were quite evident, that he was disturbed more than we ever 
before knew him to be; not so much because there was danger 






































































S01 iat eee of E 


< ene ITO S 











1630 


of his losing his seat in Congress by the redistricting, which 
might leave him among strangers, but primarily because he 
might, by reason of the change in Congressional districts, be 
forced to part from friends who had elected him to office and 
whom he had served; forced to part even from those who had 
tried to defeat. him for office, all of whom he had served as the 
Representative in Congress of all the people. 

Il am satisfied that this weighed upon him, and, added to the 
infirmities which were already accumulating too thick on his de- 
voted head, really tended to hasten the end. He felt somehow 
that to lose out of his district any of the counties which consti- 
tuted the territory which sent him toCongress, and which he had 


represented so well and striven so faithfully to serve, would be | 


something in the nature of a personal loss, a severing of the ties 
of friendship. <A redistricting which tore up his district and 
scattered the fragments seemed to him like taking away from 
him those to whom he was attached, and in the evening of life, 
with his infirmities heavy upon him, leaving him to form new 
ties and new relationships, personal and political. 

But even these things, these cares that pressed upon his life 
here, that disturbed him—for he felt that without fault of his a 
safe district was likely to be changed into a doubtful one—did not 
harass him so much because of what he might lose as because 
the redistricting tended to break up the associations so happy to 
him and so much cherished by him. This worry, making com- 
mon cause with the bodily ills which he suffered, broke him down 
and, I fear, carried him off both suddenly and prematurely. 

We were all very much shocked when the news came that 
Major Orry was dead. We had not observed that he was failing. 
We had not observed that there was less strength day by day for 
some time. He was so cheery, the soul of good humor, the very 
essence of good fellowship, the very personification of helpfulness, 
that we could not realize, and we did not realize, that our friend 
Was soon to passaway; and so when the news came, it came with 
all the force of ashock. As we learned the details, we knew that 
he had been different from what we saw him only for a few days. 
Decay had progressed just a little farther, and he was unable to 
move about in his accustomed ways. The struggle was short, 
and the old soldier was found prepared for the death which he 
had faced upon many a field without flinching. 

I have often thought what a spectacle that is—the peaceful 
death, the body dying first, consciousness remaining clear to the 
end. How helpful it might be if one, without himself dying, 


could realize and experience what there is in the mind of a well- | 
constituted man, such as Major OTEY was, when the shadows | 


lengthen, when the final stroke is near, when the inevitable hour 
has almost struck, when the sands of life are running, running, 
almost run out, when there is in the ears the sound of the wash 


of the waters of the mystic river which all must cross—in the full | 


possession of his faculties, with all the joys of earth about him, 
but fading fast, finally fading, with friends and relatives gathered 
at his bedside—what a feeling it must be, what an experience! 
But we all must take the journey alone, and no one can relate the 
experience to another, and no one can taste its fruit except he 
himself pluck them as the final act of life here and the initial act 
of life beyond. 


But speculations about these things, however seductive they | 


are and however we are drawn to them, drawn te them time 
after time as the grave opens for one after another of our friends, 
are ever speculations which lead simply to more speculations and 
which only can be answered finally and demonstrated as to their 
truthfulness or the fact that they are baseless by our own expe- 
rience. 

It is worth while, however, as we pass along through life, with 
all its trials and its triumphs, with all its good deeds and its bad 
deeds, sometimes satisfied with what we do and at other times 
greatly dissatisfied, sometimes pleased with what our friends or 
our neighbors or our fellow-citizens or fellow-beings in the great 
human band do, sometimes dissatisfied, sometimes displeased, 
sometimes with the aid of others trying to accomplish what we 
regard as great and good, sometimes exerting our best energies, 
drawing all the force and all the will and all the power that we 
can command into the work of overcoming or even destroying 
those of our kind who do not think or see as we do, it is well in 


all these varying and trying experiences of life, in all its peace | 


and happiness, with all its failures andall its successes, when we 
can recur to and dwell upon a life like that of our friend. Here 
Was a man who discharged his duty void of offense. Here was a 
man forceful, but who never found it necessary to draw on his 
powers to the injury of anyone—who wounded none. 

Eulogy often is meaningless exaggeration; eulogy often is worth- 
less. because there is no symmetry about it and no regard for facts 
or firmess in it; but we are speaking te-day of a man who was 
smong the noblest of his kind, a man who in high de- 


gree, unadulterated and undefiled, many of the grandest elements 
found in human nature. 


All who knew him, all who enjoyed 
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the pleasure and profit of his friendship, all who were placed by 
association with him, can recollect him with pleasure and can, if 
| it be possible for us to do so, model our own lives and direct our 
own conduct, in some particulars at least, by the example that 
he has left us. 

We speak to-day of a departed friend of whom high praise is 
but justice, whose life may be commended without fulsome en- 
logy, and whose death may be mourned without feigned sorrow, 


Mr. RHEA of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, the life, character, and 
virtues of Major Orry have been so fully, justly, and vividly por- 
trayed by others that it only remains for me to say a few words 
in paying a humble tribute to the late representative of the Sixth 
| Virginia district. 

I had known Major Orry for several years, and he was one of 
the most lovable men I ever met. He was as tender and gentle 
as a woman. He had endeared himself to the people of his dis- 
| trict by his ability and integrity, his strict devotion to duty, his 
| indomitable energy, and his genial disposition. 

I have never known a man more unselfish, er who took greater 
pride or seemed happier in serving others. He was not a man to 
promise everything and do nothing. He was essentially a man 
who did things. He never procrastinated. He would not say. 
‘* Wait until to-morrow or next week,’ but now was always the 
accepted time with him. 

Just a few days before his fatal illness I went to him and told 

| him I was anxious to get a bill reported by a committee of which 
| he was a member, and he said ‘I will attend to it at once,”’ and 
| the bill was reported that day. 
It seemed to be a pleasure for him to aid others, and he was, in 
| my judgment, not only for the country at large, but especially 
| for the people of his district, one of the most valuable, efficient, 
| and patriotic Representatives who ever occupied a seat upon this 
| floor. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not believe I could pay a more fitting or truer 
tribute to the memory of our beloved friend than to use his own 
words spoken by him in this House on March 24, 1900, in paying 
| a tribute to Hon. Sydney P. Epes. His words were not only true 
| of the life and character of our lamented friend, Sydney Epes, 
| but how especially applicable they are to his own life and char- 
| acter will be readily seen by all who knew him. Major Orey on 
| that occasion said: 





Mr. SPEAKER: It has been truly said that the crown and glory of life is 
| character. It is the noblest possession of man, constituting a rank in itself 
| and an estate in the general good will, dignifying every station and exalting 

every position in society, wielding greater power than wealth and achieving 
| honor without the petty bickering and jealousies attending fame. 

Sydney P. Epes pos character which carried with it irresistible 
power—strong to do , no less strong to resist evil. Integrity of word 
and deed was his backbone, and truth and sincerity formed the essence of 
= manly nature that gave a loyalty to “virtue which served her without 
| livery.” 
| He cultivated the habit of happy thought, and his genial spirit and charm- 
| ing temper were as ‘timid violets with their richest fragrance unaware,” 
| yet filling the surroundings with wonderful sweetness. His graceful de- 
meanor toward all was a constant source of pleasure, and his gentleness was 
like the silent influence of light, giving color to the environments. His bear- 
ing toward superiors or ae high or low, the humble or the lofty, was 
| marked in his respect alike for all. 

Good manners gilded his every action, and in speaking a kind word and in 
| doing a kind thing he always enhanced their value. : 

He was a gentleman in its largest sense, a dignity in itself, commanding 
the homage and respect of every generous mind. ; 

He adorned every station in life to which he was called, depending not on 
a. but on moral worth; not on personal possessions, but on personal 
qualities. : 

His law was rectitude of purpose; his standard, probity of word and deed; 
his motto, virtue. 

He was a poor man in this world's goods, but rich in all the elements that 
go to fashion the most elevated models of humankind. The words “ nature's 
nobleman" were stamped on the mode! which formed him. ; 

Frank and open, he despised deceit, and he held honor and virtue as be- 
loved twin sisters, not to be hurtif assailed, not to be enthralled if surprised. 

He was a friend, rs a true friend, whose counsel was not based on flattery, 
neither was it crooked by selfish ends. 

His friendship, perfectly sincere, unselfish, and pure, was a treasure to 
those possessing it. It was in no sense an obligation to be met; it had no 
day of maturity, aoeuus of grace; it bore no interest. No demand for pay- 
ment, no value received, was written across its face. It was payable never. 
It was the possessor’s to use when and where deemed ae ae It was too 
lofty to serve an ignoble purpose,and, like the forest oak, it grew more and 
more deeply rooted as time wore on. ‘ : 
His benevolence and charity were the children of his generosity, and his 

candle threw its penetrating beams into the dark recesses of the countless 
| homes of the poor, whose tears mingle with ours at his untimely end. 17 he 
| “prayer of want and the plaint of woe” always touched his generous heart. 
| We are all better for having known Sydney P. Epes, and the world is bet- 


| ter for his having lived in it. 
Truth was to him as a pearl, that showed best in the light of open day and 
needed no artifice to disclose its purity. He had no patience with the sen 
blance of delusion that tampered withit. He had lofty ambitionand achieve! 
Gctingsiohed honor, but was ever free from the canker, envy, in his efforts 

0 excel, 

In his death he exemplified the life described by the Psalmist as one— s 
“That walketh uprightly, and worketh righteously, and speaketh thé 
truth in his heart.” Ath the 
w é 


It is my sad privilege to plant a flower on his grave, watered 





tears of memory, and thus to pay my last tribute to, him whose death was 
the crown of a useful life. 
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Mr. Speaker, Peter J, Orgy was a noble son of the Old Do- 
minion. 
He served her well and faithfully in war and in peace. 

In his death the country has lost a patriotic servant; his State 
a loyal and devoted son, and his district an ideal representative. 


Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, Peter J. Orry was a rare spirit. 
Compared with some careers, his term of service in this House 
was not along one. He took much less of its time in debate than 
his abilities fairly entitled him to claim, and yet he spoke enough 
to reveal himself to those of the members who did not know him 
personally well. The prime quality of his speaking was the rich, 
wholesome, and thoroughly American humor with which he 


delighted the House. That is a quality which no bad man can 


possess. It is the shining of the kindly and benignant light of a 
Zot ds pirit. 

a now him also in his relation to the Virginia Military Insti- 
tute, of which he was a proud and devoted graduate, and for 
which he cherished a loyal affection. He was a genial, chivalric 
centleman, such a man as would be sure to command the love of 
his friends. The esteem in which his neighbors held him was 
shown by the tenderness of the last tributes paid his memory in 
the beautiful city in which he had lived. Upon the faces of the 
thronging crowds was the sadness of a personal grief, and the pres- 
ence of so many of the splendid heroes of the Southern armies at- 
tested their sorrow over the loss of an old comrade, who bore upon 
his body the scars of the tremendous struggle in which they had so 
bravely taken part. His capacity for rendering loyal and efficient 
public service was gratefully recognized by his constituency, and 
the representatives of the State of Virginia have to-day borne fit- 
ting witness to the hold he had upon the people he represented. 
Those whose fortune it was to know him long and intimately 
have spoken more fully of his character and life. I only rise to 
mingle my voice with theirs, to express my keen sense of per- 
sonal loss, and to add my personal tribute to the memory of our 
friend whose noble qualities will long be held in affectionate re- 
membrance. 


Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker, Major OTEY was more than a col- 
league—he was a friend. Preceding me to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, where I met him for the first time, our acquaintance 
ripened into esteem, confidence, and friendship. He was of a 
lovable nature, and made friends with all with whom he came 
in contact. A Confederate soldier, he had the pleasure of count- 
ing among his warmest friends the honored Speaker of the House 
of Representatives and many others who, like him, had fought 
upon the Union side in the great conflict between the States. 

Educated at the Virginia Military Institute, he early responded 
to the call to arms and served with distinguished gallantry 
throughout the great civil strife, and during the remainder of 
his life carried on and in his body not only the scars, but the bul- 
lets received upon the field of honor. Upon the return of peace he 
engaged in business enterprises; and in railroad, banking, and in- 
surance proved himself a capable, thorough, and successful busi- 
nessman. Unlike many of the successful business men of the pres- 
ent day, he amassed no fortune, but left to his friends and relatives 
a prouder heritage—that of a life well spent; brave, honest, capa- 
ble—that of a patriot and a statesman. He believed in fair deal- 
ing and loved the right; and, undimmed by any shadow, the ex- 
ample of his life still lives in undiminished luster in the memory 
of a life well spent in public and private stations. He possessed 


in an eminent degree not only the affections of the people of his | 


distriet, but the esteem and confidence of his State and party, and 
for some years prior to his death was the Virginia member of the 
National Democratic committee. 

Not a professional man, and yet not a man of wealth, he was 
selected by his fellow-countrymen to represent them in the Fifty- 
fourth Congress. To those who knew Major Orry this was not 
surprising. Genial and approachable, he had, in every walk of 
life, under the most trying and perilous circumstances, been proven 
loyal to his State, true in his friendships, and absolutely incor- 
ruptible and unimpeachable in all of the transactions of life—the 
best type of the American patriot. 

After his first election to the House of Representatives there 
Was never any question as to his successor. Though elected four 
umes, he never had an opponent for the nomination after the first 
contest. His service was so acceptable that he was truly a rep- 
resentative for life. 

He was justly proud of his hold upon the affections of his peo- 
ple, and we well remember the pain and anguish the probability 
of a division of his district caused him. He plunged into the con- 
test with all and more than his accustomed energy—bent on pre- 
Venting, if possible, the dismemberment of his beloved district. 
No people ever had a more faithful Representative. No Repre- 
sentative ever had a more appreciative and, I might say, affec- 
honate constituency, 
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On the eve of a renomination without opposition, in the city 
and house where he was born, he laid down his life peacefully, 
quietly, bravely. The end was not wholly unexpected. We 
who knew him intimately knew that he did not look forward to 
a long life. He expressed no vain regrets as to his condition, but 
conscientiously discharged his duty to the last. 

I believe his end was as he would have chosen. In the full pos- 
session of his faculties, with but few hours of pain; in the pres- 


| ence of his beloved wife, who had shared his joys and sorrows, 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| who had been in very truth his life partner, his helpmate, his 


| 
| 
1 


| 


beloved on whom he leaned for comfort, encouragement, courage, 
and support, and she was all; surrounded by his children, of 


| whom he was ever proud, and of whom he took delight in talking 


| 


to his intimate friends; in the house of his fathers, he gave back 
to his Maker, as peacefully and calmly as the sunlight fades from 
the sky, the life he had received. It wasthe ‘‘ gathering of ripened 
fruit.’’ 

The telegram announcing his death was a great shock. The 
House was already in mourning for Hon. A. J. Cummings, a 
distinguished member from New York, to whose eulogies we 
have just listened, and scarcely were the badges of mourning 
placed upon our colleague’s desk before we were startled by the 
announcement that another, and this time the Hon. Joshua S. 
Salmon, an honored representative from the Stateof New Jersey, 
had, even while he appeared in the most robust health, been 
** touched by the finger of God and slept.”’ 

On a beautiful May day, surrounded by his old comrades in 
arms, by a multitude of his fellow-citizens from all the ranks and 
walks of life, by a delegation of his colleagues of the House of 
Representatives and from the Senate of the United States, and 
by the governor of his Commonwealth, to the sweet strains of the 
beautiful hymn— 

Beyond the sunset’s glow 
There is a brighter world I know. 

We laid him to rest in the beautiful cemetery of his best-loved 
city and State, at the base of the great Blue Ridge Mountains, 
which lift their peaks into the very clouds, as if to fathom the 
unexplored beyond. 

There is a resurrection and a life beyond the sunset’s glow, and 
we who knew our friend believe that he will live with his be- 
loved, where mansions are prepared for those who have lived 
lives of kindness, honesty, and truth, and who love the Lord. 


Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I feel it my duty to pay a brief, 
modest, and informal tribute to the memory of Hon. Prerer J. 
Otry. During the past three sessions of Congress it has been 
my pleasure to be quite intimately associated with him. He was 
| a member of the Committee on Claims of the House, of which I 
happened to be chairman. During the last session of Congress 
he was associated with me on the subcommittee, where we were 
engaged almost daily in mutual work. It was this committee 
where was done most of his laborious committee work. 

I owe it to Peter J. Orry that I pay tribute to his memory, 





because I feel indebted to him. I feel that I have obtained ben- 
efit because of the personal contact with him which was my priv- 
. . . 
ilege during the past two years. 

After all, a human life preaches the most forceful sermon. 
Deeds are more forceful than words, but character is more force- 
ful than either. After all, it is not what we accomplish, but it is 
| what we are, that is important. Accomplishment may depend 
upon the accident of opportunity, but character depends upon 
ourselves. PrtTer J. Orry lived a life of integrity, benevolence, 
charity, industry, and patriotism, and thus taught these virtues 
and made them attractive to others. 

Two members of the House of Representatives who have passed 
away during this session were members of the Committee on 
Claims. One of those was Representative Orry, and the other 
Representative Salmon. It is a matter of self-congratulation 
that in both these men were found most gentle qualities of heart 
and most thorough and most manly qualities of mind. 

On May 5, the day after Major Orry’s death, the Committee on 
Claims assembled, as they had been called together with the ex- 
pectation of performing the ordinary work of the day, and passed 
these resolutions: 

The Committee on Claims have heard with profound sorrow of the death 
of the Hon. PETER JOHNSTON OTey, of Virginia, who for several terms was a 
faithful and efficient member of this committee: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Committee on Claims of the House of Representatives, 
That in the death of the Hon. Peter J. Orry, a Representative from the 
State of Virginia, the Committee on Claims have suffered a great loss in be- 
ing deprived of the valuable services of Mr. Orry as a member of the com- 
| -mittee, and sincerely testify to his generous spirit, integrity, unflagging in- 
dustry, and ability, and that the members of this committee individually all 
feel that they have lost in hima friend anda liberal, broad-minded coworker, 

Be it resolved, as a further mark of respect, That the committee do now ad- 
journ, and that these resolutions be spread upon the records of this com- 
mittee, and a copy thereof be transmitted to the family of the deceased. 


I was reared in a Union soldier’s home, from which a fatber 
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and two brothers went forth on the Federal side to battle for the 
preservation of the Union. 

Prior to my experience in this House, beginning with the 
Fifty-fourth Congress, I had no knowledge of Southern life or 
Southern character save that obtained by reading. My own ex- 
perience had brought with me only those things which would 
conduce to a prejudice against Southern life, Southern character, 
and Southern aspirations. I little dreamed eight years ago that 
I would find myself delivering a sincere eulogy to an ex- 
Confederate soldier during my service here. Without yielding 
any of my own convictions of the measures of the period of the 
war of the rebellion, I feel that I have somewhat altered my 
views of the men of that period who were then against us. I be- 
lieve Mr. Orry to have been a fair example of the high type of 
that portion of American life which descended from the Cavaliers. 
I feel proud of this departed friend who was born and continued 


to live until his death in the great State of Virginia—who per- | 


formed his duty as he saw it. 


is life stretched from 18 o 1902, covering a most important | 
H fe stretched f 1840 to 1902 ring a most important 


epoch in our history. He was rich in reminiscences, and often- 
times before the committee had commenced its labors he was in 
the habit of giving us various experiences of army life. Through 
it all there was not even a suggestion of resentfulness against the 
victorious, nor Was there ever a suggestion of regret of any atti- 
tude that he had taken in the great war. There was never a sug- 
gestion of the thought that he was wrong in his battle for the 
Southern cause, but there was a recognition of the fact that the 
victory came to the Federal side, and with that victory he pro- 
posed to contribute all of his influence and all the force of his 
character to make that victory for the good of hiscountry. Under 
the new conditions he took his place to do the best he could for 
his country. 

He wasan optimist. He was not addicted to looking on the blue 
side and the gloomy side of life. He hoped for the best. He be- 
lieved that men were honest. He was slow to believe that they 
were otherwise, and hence in making up his opinion concerning 
the many claims which pressed upon us for solution and adjudi- 
cation if he had any disposition to err it was upon the side of 
believing that there was no wrong in particular claims which 
were presented to us. 

Another weakness he had was that of a noble man, and that 
weakness was on the side of generosity. If he believed that the 
claim presented was from one who needed the money, one who 
had a hard battle in life with which to contend, his disposition 
was to vote in the affirmative, on the theory that if he erred in 


his decisions upon the committee it was better to err on the side | 
of the weaker rather than on the side of the great, strong, | 


wealthy Government. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I feel gratified that on this occasion, 
through these memorial addresses, delineating correctly and 
truthfully the life of PreTer J. OrEy, the country may get a bet- 
ter notion of the level of character and morality which pervades 
this House. 
me to believe that the vast majority of the members who come 
here give to their duties the very best of their service, the very 
best of their ability and of conscientious effort; and that upon 
both sides of the House, contrary to opinions which erroneously 
prevail, perhaps, all over the country, or in different sections, the 
great majority of the business done by this House is not trans- 
acted ina partisan way, and it is only upon strictly partisan 
questions that we range upon the one side and the other at the 
bidding of party. For the most part the great bulk of the busi- 
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My own experience for the past eight years has led | 


| barns wherein to store my goods.’ 
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dier, a banker, and a practical railroad man before he entered 
| public life, and became distinguished in each business he had 
| pursued. The greatest material monument to his energy and 
wisdom is the Lynchburg and Durham Railroad, now a part of 
the Norfolk and Western system, running through my county, 
| To him more than to anyorie else was the construction of that 
road due. The entire people of the good country opened up by 
that road will cherish his memory with profound appreciation of 
the great service he rendered them in the building of that line of 
railway. 

My district in North Carolina adjoins his district in Virginia. 
In my own county and district Major OTry had many personal 
| friends, attached to him by strong ties of great regard and happy 
association. I have had many opportunities of knowing the high 
esteem, the warm affection, and the loyal confidence freely given 
| to him by his large constituency. I believe that no man in this 
body was in closer touch with the people of his district than was 
our deceased friend. 

Before his election to Congress he had been chairman of his 
Congressional executive committee, and in that capacity had 
come to kow personally the great majority of the influential men 
in the various neighborhoods of his district. After his election, 
in my judgment he gave as much of his personal attention to the 
needs, the correspondence, and the little matters of business in- 
trusted to his care by his constituents as any man in this House, 
Ican add my testimony to that of his colleagues who have al- 
| ready spoken, that in all this body no man was more diligent or 
| attentive to businsss than he. He was in truth a good, a splendid 
Representative, and deserved the plaudit from his people, ‘‘ Well 
done, thou good and faithful servant.”’ 

As a man he was candid, courageous, honest, full of sympathy 
and humanity; just such a man as one delights to honor and re- 
joices to call his friend. He carried sunshine and happiness, 
comfort and encouragement to those who sought his counsel. As 
a friend he was loyal and true; as a husband and father, kind, 
considerate, and devoted. We have missedhim. We shall miss 
him. No one is more conscious than myself of the inadequacy of 
words to fitly portray this man’s life and character. I shall not 
| attempt it. Words can not compensate for his loss, but in his 
life, honest, manly, candid, energetic, and faithful, we find much 
consolation and regard it as an inspiration to struggling men, 
teaching them the lessons of fidelity, industry, ability, integrity, 
and kindness. The inevitable mystery has borne him from us, as 
it will hereafter bear us from others, and we must submit. We 
shall cherish his virtues. His memory will always be pleasant to 
| us. Peace to his ashes—joy to his soul. 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, in the quiet of this Sabbath day we 
turn from the arduous duties of life to the contemplation of death. 

How inexorable is death! ‘‘All that live must die, passing 
through nature to eternity.’’ How intrusive is death! There is 
no age nor condition into which it will not intrude its presence. 
Since these ceremonies begun it has entered the homes of thou- 
|} sands. The humble and the great, the rich and poor, alike fall 
| before this enemy of mankind. There is no escape from the grim 
monster. Vain manin pride declares, ‘‘I will build me larger 
’ A voice in deep and solemn 





| tones replies: ‘‘ Thou fool, this night shall thy soul be required of 


| 
j 
| 


ness transacted by this body is transacted from the standpoint of | 


the patriot. of the representative of ail the people; and hence the 

needs of every section will be faithfully responded to, no matter 

what party shall prevail, in the majority of our deliberations. 
Major OTEyY believed in his fellow-man. He loved his kind. 


As has been stated, there is probably not another member of this | 


House who has done so many things for his associates in the way 
of service on his committee as has been done in the past year and 
a half by PETER J. OTEY. 

He always looked, as I said, for a better day out of the gloom; 
and may we trust, may we feel justified by his life, that he to-day 
has entered into a better day—into an eternal morning. 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Just a word, Mr. Speaker, for 
I am sure I can add nothing to the splendid eulogies which have 


already been spoken upon the life and character of our deceased | 
I feel, however, that I could not let this occasion pass | 


friend. 
without paying some slight tribute to his worth. 

In 1865 my father and Major Orry were friends and fellow- 
prisoners of war at Fort Delaware. That of itself would have 
attracted me to Major OTry. He was one of the few men in Con- 


gress whom I knew before I came here, having known him for 
eight years before I was elected to the Fifty-fifth Congress. 
He was a civil engineer, a brave and gallant Confederate sol- 





thee.’’ A dreamer sees in the dark an ill-omened bird perched 
upon his chamber door, and to his imprecations he hears but one 
response—‘‘ Nevermore!’’ ‘‘ Nevermore!”’ 

So there is a spirit which haunts us night and day, in toil or 
sport, in sunshine or sorrow, in sin or in righteousness, evermore 
repeating this warning: 

Vain man, thy fond pursuits forebear; 
Repent, thy end is nigh. 

Death, at the furthest, can’t be far, 
O! think before thou die. 

How dreadful is death! ‘All we know or dream or fear of 
| agony ”’ is embodied in death. The youngest of us may, the old- 
est of us must, soon be ushered into the unknown world from 
whence come no tidings of those who have gone before. 

Nature, experience, conscience, all sound in our ears the mel- 
| ancholy truth, 

To die—to sleep: 
To sleep! perchance to dream: ay! there’s the rub, 
For in that sleep of death what dreams may come, 
When we have shuffled off this mortal coil, 
Must give us pause. 
The numerous deaths in this and the two previous Congresses— 
| three from my own State, Virginia—emphasize these sorrowful 
| but suggestive utterances: ‘‘ In the midst of life we are in death;’ 
‘Man that is born of woman is of few days and full of trouble;” 
‘** He cometh forth like a flower, and is cut down; he fleeth also as 
| a shadow, and continueth not.” 
The last summons came unexpectedly to our friend and col- 
league, though possibly not without warning to himself. Only 
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the day before he left this city, seeking rest and quiet at his home | The Fifty-eighth Congress will not number 20 ex-Confederates. 
in Lynchburg, I sat by him in this House talking over some mat- | On both sides of this Chamber the soldiers who met in conflict 
ters that had recently given him much concern. When I asked | forty years ago are diminishing in numbers. They are falling 
after his health and expressed the hope that he would soon be | more rapidly than they fell in battle. In a few years the places 
with us again, he laid his hand over his heart and remarked, | that know them now will know them no more forever. The 
‘There is something wrong here; I can not tell what will be the | members of the Grand Army of the Republic, by whose deeds of 
result.’’ In a few days the wires flashed to us the sad intelligence | valor we ex-Confederates may well measure our manhood and 
that our colleague had passed from earth to the great beyond. chivalry, are falling at the rate of 1.000a month. The sons of 
In the death of Hon. Perer J. Orry the Sixth Congressional | these soldiers may well be proud of the deeds of their fathers. 
district of Virginia lost a faithful and efficient Representative | Many of them stood shoulder to shoulder in recent conflicts. 
and the State a true and loyal son, who served her well in war | After forty years of warfare the houses of York and Lancaster 
and peace. A faithful and devoted husband, an affectionate | were united in one. More thana generation has passed since our 
father and grandfather, and a warm-hearted and sympathetic | civil war. May every trace of its bitterness soon pass away and 
friend has been removed from the companionship of those whom | this Republic live to bless the world and gladden the hearts of 
he delighted to supply with every needed comfort and cheer | men everywhere, preparing them for the universal reign of peace 
with the words of affection and good will that came from a heart | and righteousness on earth. 
unusually free from selfishness as well as envy and unchari- 
tableness. The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Jones of Virginia). Now, 
Were I asked to point out in a word the leading trait of char- | in accordance with the resolutions previously adopted, the House 
acter in our departed colleague, I would say that charity was his | stands adjourned until 11 o’clock to-morrow. 
crowning virtue. During the five years of somewhat intimate And accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the House 
association with him I never heard him speak unkindly of anyone. | adjourned. 
His political opponents will, I am sure, bear willing testimony to 
this. Although possessing a fund of humor that he employed at ee 
times with telling effect, he never used this power to detract from SENATE. 
another or in such a manner as to leave any sting of bitterness . ”) 100 
behind. He was ever ready to serve a friend ond would put him- Monpay, June 30, 1902. 
self to any trouble in order to aid a colleague. Inthisrespect.as| The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
well as in other qualifications, he was well equipped for his ardu- Prayer by Rev. F. J. PrerryMan, of the city of Washington. 
ous duties as a member of the Committee on Claims. The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
Many others here besides myself will testify to the truth of this | of Saturday last. when. on request of Mr. SPOONER, and by unani- 
observation. His industry was equally conspicuous. This gave | mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. ~ 
him a hold upon his district. No member of the Virginia delega-| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec- 
tion worked more constantly and effectively for his people. His | tion, will stand approved. ee 
constituents often spoke to me of his untiring zeal in their behalf. 
Had he lived it is my belief that he would have remained in Con- 





MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


gress as long as he desired. I take this occasion to bear willing | A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
testimony to his helpfulness. He had served in the Fifty-fourth | MCKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
Congress. I came in the Fifty-fifth. I had known him slightly | passed the following bills and joint resolution: 

as a business man and a useful citizen, but knew him in spirit as | A bill (S. 1949) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to ap- 
a gallant Confederate soldier. This tie soon drew us together, | point George H. Paul a warrant machinist in the Navy; 

and he was prompt to offer such suggestions and assistance as a A bill (8S. 4762) to prevent any consular officer of the United 
new member always appreciates and can never forget. States from accepting any appointment from any foreign State as 


His acquaintance with the details of the work here soon at- | administrator, guardian, or to any other office of trust without 
tracted my attention, and I was not slow to follow his example and | first executing a bond, with security, to be approved by the Sec- 
profit by his advice. He had a taste for his work as well as abil- | retary of State; 
ity to perform it. Men of extraordinary ability are sometimes A bill (S. 6091) extending the time for making final proof in 
failures as Representatives for lack of the taste, tact,and industry | desert-land entries in Yakima County, in the State of Washing- 
that are absolutely necessary in order to meet the demands of an | ton; and 
exacting or possibly censorious constituency. With an adaptabil- A joint resolution (S. R. 118) authorizing the Secretary of War 
ity to the work and ability to perform it, Major Orry had ac- | to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 
quired the experience necessary for the duties of his position, and | Arturo R. Calvo, of Costa Rica. 
was giving his district and State a splendid service when death The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
laid his cold hand upon him and transferred his immortal spirit | amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 
to the better land, whose Maker had endowed our friend witha} A bill (H. R. 97) to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish 
generous heart and loving disposition. duplicate certificates of discharge; 

In the death of our colleague another of that incomparable |_ A bill (H. R. 11400) in relation to taxes and tax sales in the 
body of men, ‘‘the glorious infantry of the army of northern | District of Columbia, approved February 28, 1898; and 
Virginia” has passed from earth’s scenes to the celestial city, | A bill (H. R. 12086) to extend the time for the construction of 
not made with hands, whose builder is God. the East Washington Heights Traction Railroad Company. 

I have not spoken of ous friend’s faith; we may well judge his | The message further announced that the House had passed the 
faith by his works, for we know that ‘‘ Faith without works is | following bills and joint resolution, in which it requested the con- 
dead.”” The generous disposition and gentle qualities our col- | currence of the Senate: 
league possessed come through the inspirations of a spirit that A bill (H. R. 11573) for the relief of settlers on lands granted 
is not of earth; hence we may infer that our friend had learned | in aid of the construction of wagon roads; 
more of the things of the spirit than he revealed to those not | A bill (H. R. 15270) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act authoriz- 
bound to him by the ties of home and consanguinity. Of one | ing the Aransas Harbor Terminal Railway Company to construct 
thing Iam sure, our friend had the unshaken faith of the Con- | a bridge across the Corpus Christi channel, known as the Morris 
federate soldier in the justice and right of his cause; and there | and Cummings ship channel, in Aransas, Tex.;’’ and 
are soldiers all over Virginia to-day—lI often hear them express A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 198) giving authority to the Com- 
themselves—who believe that a good and merciful Father above | missioners of the District of Columbia to make special regulations 
willlook with special favor upon and prepare places for the men | for the occasion of the thirty-sixth national encampment of the 
who sacrificed so much for liberty and home. Many of these, now | Grand Army of the Republic, to be held in the District of Colum- 
three score years of age, are struggling with poverty and | bia in the month of October, 1902, and for other purposes. 
burdened with cares, while a large majority, with rare spiritual The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
faith, are looking for a heavenly land. A few believe in the law | report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
of compensation, and are satisfied that the Confederate soldier | the two Houses on the amendments of the Honse to the bill (S. 493) 
will have the full reward for all his toils and sacrifices and losses | to amend an act to establish a code of law for the District of 
when the Great King above pensions those who deserve as well as | Columbia. 
those who win success. The message further announced that the House had agreed to 

In this House in the Fifty-fifth Congress we had 32 ex-Confed- | the reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing 
erate soldiers. Major Orry prepared a careful list of these. We | votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
remember the interest he took in a banquet at which was gathered | following bills: 
these 32 Representatives, with 16 of the Senate. He was in his A bill (H. R. 9960) to prevent a false branding or marking of 
element that night as he listened to and himself recounted the | food and dairy products as to the State or Territory in which they 
war scenes of forty years ago. | are made or branded; 
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A bill (H. R. 13172) to ratify and confirm an agreement with 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and for other pur- 
and 

A bill (H. R. 14019) making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12805) requiring 
the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company to extend 
its Eleventh street line, and for other purposes, asks a conference 
with Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Bascock, Mr. Mupp, and Mr. 
Meyer of Louisiana managers at the conference on the part of 
the House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 619) providing 
for the recognition of the military service of the officers and en- 
listed men of the First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, 
asks a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Capron, Mr. Dick, 
and Mr. Hay managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 7, 9, 
13, 24, 25, 26, 37, 38, 39, 40, 43, 46, 47, 52, 56,57, 58, 61, 64, 76, 77, 88, 
89, 91, 92. and 93 to the bill (H. R. 14046) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for 
other purposes, further disagrees to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 91, upon which the committee of conference were un- 
able to agree, asks a further conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Foss, Mr. Dayton, and Mr. Meyer of Louisiana managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further returned to the Senate, in compliance with 
its request, the message of the Senate of March 11, 1902, disagree- 
ing to the report of the committee of conference on the bill (H. R. 
8586) amending the act of March 2, 1901, entitled ‘‘ An act to 
carry into eftect the stipulations of article 7 of the treaty between 
the United States and Spain, concluded on the 10th day of De- 
cember, 1898.”’ 
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NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14046) making appro- 
priations for the naval service for the fiseal yearending June 30, 1903, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 7, 13, 46, 47, 52, 
6 AS, 64, 77, 92, and 93. 
hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
eriate numbered 9, 25, 26, 88, and 89; and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 24, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “* That 
the appointment of six additional civil engineers is hereby authorized, three 
to be appointed during the present calendar year, and the other three in the 
calendar year 1908."’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 37, 38, 39, and 40), and agree to the same with an amendment, 
{ 





as follows: in lieu of the amended paragraph, (being lines 18, 19, 20, and 21, 
n page 33 of the bill), and of the amendments, insert the following: 

Navy-Yard, Charleston, South Carolina: Stone and concrete drydock 
(towards completion), two hundred and fifty thousand dollars: Provided, 
That the amount authorized in the Act of June seventh, nineteen hundred, 
to be expended for the purchase of a site for a naval station at or in the vi- 
cinity of Charleston, South Carolina, from the appropriation of a new naval 
station and a dock be increased from one hundred thousand dollars to one 
hundred and six thousand dollars, and six thousand dollars are hereby ap- 
propriated, office building for the commandant, thirty-five thousand dollars; 
quarters for the commandant, twelve thousand dollars; quarters for civil 
engineer, seven thousand five hundred dollars; landing and wharves, fifty 
thousand dollars; grading and drainage, ten thousand dollars; work shop (to 
cost eighty thousand dollars), fifty thousand dollars: storehouse and store- 
keepers’ office, fifty thousand dollars; equipment building (to cost one hun- 
dred and twenty-five thousand dollars), sixty-two thousand five hundred 
dollars: machine shop for steam engineering (to cost one hundred and 
seventy-four thousand dollars), eighty thousand dollars; foundry and copper 
shop for steam engineering (to cost one hundred and eighteen thousand 
dollars), sixty thousand dollars; power house (to cost fifty thousand dollars), 
twenty-five thousand dollars; work shop for ordnance, forty thousand three 
hundred dollars; shipfitters’ shop with mould loft and furnace shed for con- 
struction and repair (to cost two hundred thousand dollars), fifty thousand 
dollars; power house and fuel storage for construction and repair (to cost 
eighty thousand dollars), thirty-five thousand dollars; machine shop for con- 
struction and repair (to cost one hundred and twenty thousand dollars), 
forty thousand dollars; joiner shop for construction and repair (to cost one 
hundred and twenty thousand po . thirty thousand dollars; foundry for 
censtruction and repair (to cost seventy-five thousand dollars), twenty 
thousand dollars; in all, navy-yard, Charleston, nine hundred and thirteen 
thousand three hundred dollars. 

‘Tn all cases where buildings and structures are provided for in this Act 
and where appropriations in full are not made for the same, authority is 
hereby given to the Secretary of the Navy, in his discretion, to enter inte 
the entire construction of such buildings and structures, with 














contracts for 
the | t of cost as fixed in this Act.” 

T the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Sen- 
at mbered 43, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 


In lieu 


of the sum proposed insert the following: $7,649,323. 
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And the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 61, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
That, in addition to the number of naval constructors and assistant naval 
constructors now authorized, the appointment of six assistant naval con- 
structors is hereby authorized, two to be appointed during the present calen- 
dar year, and the remaining four in the calendar year of 1908. 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 76, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
That, until the year 1914, in addition to the naval cadets now authorized 
by law, (the title having been changed by this act to midshipmen) the Pres- 
ident shall appoint five midshipmen, and there shall be appointed from the 
States at large, upon the recommendation of Senators, two midshipmen for 
each State. 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
The amendment numbered 91 the committee of conference have been un- 
able to agree; and the Senate agree to the same. 
EUGENE HALE, 
GEORGE C. PERKINS, 
B. BR. TILLMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


GEORGE EDMUND FO8ss, 
ALSTON G. DAYTON, 
ADOLPH MEYER, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendment 
still in disagreement and agree to the further conference asked 
by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the fur- 
ther conference, and Mr. Haun, Mr. Perkins, and Mr. Truman 
were appointed. , 

DISTRICT STREET RAILWAYS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (H. R. 12805) 
requiring the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company to 
extend its Eleventh street line, and for other purposes. 

The amendments were, on page 1, line 11, tostrike out all after 
the word ‘“‘avenue,’’ down to and including line 2, page 2, and 
insert: 

Provided, That until streets of suitable width to accommodate a double- 
track railway shall be opened substantially on a line northerly from the ter- 
mini of the extension of the railway herem provided for and of the Metro- 
politan Railway on Old Sixteenth street, cars may be switched on Lydecker 
avenue and on Old Sixteenth street, respectively. 


9 


On page 2, after line 15, insert: 


Sec. 5. That the time within which the Washington and Gettysburg Rail- 
way Company shall construct its line within the District of Columbia is 
extended two years from March 1, 1908. 

On page 2, line 16, tochange “‘ Sec. 5”’ to ‘‘ Sec. 6.”’ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments to the bill and ask for a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
GALLINGER, Mr. HANSBROUGH, and Mr. MARTIN were appointed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. QUAY presented the petition of Kate Emilie Duval, pray- 
ing that certain relief be granted her; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of Silk City Lodge No. 158, 
International Association of Machinists, of Paterson, N.J., pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of sundry letter carriers of Camden; 
of Coopers’ Local Union No. 151, of Trenton; of Tin and Sheet 
Metal Workers’ Local Union No. 11, of Trenton; of Carpenters 
and Joiners’ Local Union No, 121, of Bridgeton; of Engineers and 
Firemen’s Local Union No. 256, of Jersey City; of Electrical 
Workers’ Local Union No. 3, of Jersey City; of the Women’s 
Christian Temperance Union, of Hoboken, and of Sanitary Press- 
men’s Local Union No. 45, of Trenton, all in the State of New 
Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation to increase the 
compensation of letter carriers; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also (for Mr. FoRAKER) presented petitions of Western 
Reserve Lodge, No. 731, International Association of Machinists, 
of Warren, and of Lron Molders’ Local Union of Alliance, in the 
State of Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

He also (for Mr. FoRAKER) presented petitions of the congrega- 
tion of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Oxford, of the Young 
People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of Ruggles, and of the 
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congregation of the United Presbyterian Church of Oxford, all 
in the State of Ohio, praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the anti-canteen law; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. FoRakeR) presented a memorial of Cigar 
Makers’ Local Union No. 48, of Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating 
against any reduction being made in the duty on cigars and to- 
bacco; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also (for Mr. FoRAKER) presented a petition of 132 citizens 
of Washington Court-House, Ohio, praying for the adoption of 
certain amendments to the internal-revenue law relative to the 
tax on distilled spirits; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Iron Molders’ Local 


Union No. 284, of Connersville, Ind., praying for the passage of | 


the so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CULLOM presented resolutions of the city council of Chi- 
cago, Ill., favoring the enactment of legislation providing for the 
holding of an exposition in that city; which were referred to the 
Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

He also presented a petition of Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 
923, of Springfield, I1l., praying for the passage of the so-called 
eight-hour bill; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of New Athens, 
Tll., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation authoriz- 
ing the issuance of post checks; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Clerks’ Association of 
Streator, Ill., praying for the enactment of a Sunday rest law for 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of the National Guard and Naval 
Militia Association of Illinois, praying forthe enactment of legis- 
lation to promote the efficiency of the militia; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of 40 citizens of Bethalto, Il., pray- 
ing for the adoption of certain amendments to the internal-revenue 
law relative to the tax on distilled spirits; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Chicago Leaf Tobacco Mer- 
chants’ Association, of Chicago, and of 28 cigar manufacturersof 
Chicago, in the State of Illinois, praying for a reduction of the 
duty on raw materials imported from Cuba, and remonstrating 
against any reduction of the duty on cigars and cigarettes; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


PENSION WORK OF THE SESSION, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in answer to a great many 
inquiries, I wish to make a statement of the work done by the 
Committee on Pensions during the present session. 


Statement of general bills referred to the Senate Committee on Pensions, and 
action taken thereon, during the first session of the Fifty-seventh Congress. 


[June 28, 1902, inclusive. ] 
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Total number of bills introduced in both Houses..-.... 10,070 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the statement be printed as a separate 
document. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I intended it for the Recorp. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that it be printed as a separate docu- 
mentalso. Thatwiil bea more convenient form in which to use it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
asks that the paper submitted by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire be printed as a document as well as inthe Recorp, Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills and joint resolution, reported ad- 
versely thereon, and they were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (5S. 1770) for the relief of A. G. Boone; 

A bill (S. 1706) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims 
in favor of R. L. Pritchard & Co., of Page County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 164) to pay the State of Nevada for moneys advanced 
in aid of the suppression of the rebellion in the civil war; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 41) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to ascertain, allow, and pay the claims of the several 
States for all moneys by them actually paid to aid the General 
Government in maintaining the national defense when carrying 
on the war of the rebellion. 

ISADORE VON BALSAN AND OTHERS. 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, reported the 
following resolution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bills (S. 1126) for the relief of Isadore von Balsan, 
(S. 1749) for the relief of Thomas G. Johnson, (S. 2789) for the relief of Ella 
M. Guy, (8. 2973) for the relief of Stephen Bird, executor of John Bird, de- 
ceased, (S. 3142) for the relief of the estate of James L. Holland, deceased, 
(S. 3885) for the relief of the estate of Jesse L. Norman, deceased, and (S. 544 
for the relief of the estate of C. H. Kinnard, deceased, now pending in the 
Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same are 
hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Govern- 
ment of the United States,” approved March3, 1887. And the said court shall 
proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and re 
port to the Senate in accordance therewith. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 6310) for the erection of a 
statue of General Otho Holland Williams, at Williamsport, Md.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Mr. KEAN (for Mr. ForAKER) introduced a bill (S. 6311) erant- 
ing an increase of pension to Isaiah Marler; which was read twice 


| by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 


Senate bills referred to committee -......... Cdcueteibaltad ab peunnieedsbiiemiahdiniei 338 
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Total sember of Senate and House general bills referred to com- 
ENDO ca ilelteinent tit ein tiiaaiasrsnidben ecininter + aeliinpriinlon seininnstionits tonmamipat 35 


Statement of private bills referred to the Senate Committee on Pensions, and 
action taken thereon, during the first session of the Fifty-seventh Congress. 


[June 28, 1902, inclusive. ] 
Senate bills referred to committee 





Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 6312) for making a grant 
of alternate sections of the public lands in the district of Alaska 
to aid in the construction of a certain railroad and telegraph line 
in said district, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

EXPENDITURES OF ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of State is directed to send to 
the Senate a statement of the expenditures of the Isthmian Canal Commis 
sion, under an act approved March 3, 1899, making appropriations for the 


| construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
| harbors, and for other purposes, as the same are accounted for by said Isth- 
| mian Canal Commission; and also whether there is any deficit in the appro- 


Dllsbsdicitndehiaiy sin dasdéetinendiininedien 2,552 
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priation which is to be or has been provided for by further appropriations 
KILIANG OF SEALS, ETC., BY EXPLOSIVE MATERIALS, 

Mr. HALE. Iam obliged to be absent nearly all the time in 
conference. I should like very much to call up the bill (S. 6286) 
prohibiting the killing or taking of seals, porpoises, whales, or 
marine animals or fish of any kind in the waters of the United 
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States by means of explosive materials, and for other purposes. 


It was reported by the Senator from California [Mr. naaes the 
other day from the Committee on Fisheries. There is no objec- 


tion to it, and I ask that it be considered. 
bama [Mr. MorGAN] asked that it might go over for examination. 
He has read the bill. It is a very important measure and ought 
to be passed. 


The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the | 


Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 11 ) for the relief of settlers on lands granted 
in aid of the construction of wagon roads was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


BRIDGE ACROSS CORPUS CHRISTI CHANNEL, 


~-o 


010 


The bill (H. R. 15270) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to au- | 


thorize the Aransas Harbor Terminal Railway Company to 
construct a bridge across the Corpus Christi Channel, known as 


the Morris and Cummings ship channel, in Aransas County, | 


Texas,’ approved May 4, 1896, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill. It is very short, and it is absolutely 
essential that it should be passed promptly. 


The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the | 


Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
NATIONAL ENCAMPMENT OF GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 


Senate a joint resolution from the House of Representatives and | 


calls the attention of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hans- 
BROUGH | to it. 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 198) giving authority to the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to make special regu- 
lations for the occasion of the Thirty-sixth National Encamp- 


ment of the Grand Army of the Republic, to be held in the | 


District of Columbia in the month of October, 1902, and for other 
purposes incident to said encampment, was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. There is a similar joint resolution on 
the Calendar, reported from the Senate Committee on the District 
of Columbia. I suppose it will be in order to move to substitute 
the House joint resolution for the Senate joint resolution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And to ask for the immediate considera- 
tion of the House joint resolution. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. And I ask for its immediate considera- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate joint resolution 
similar in terms to the House joint resolution? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Precisely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
House joint resolution, it simply being like a joint resolution al- 
ready on the Calendar, and reported favorably to the Senate. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and by unanimous 
consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
its consideration. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate joint resolution No. 
121, being a joint resolution with the same title, will be post- 
poned indefinitely. 

IRRIGATION STATISTICS. 

Mr. BURTON. I ask unanimous consent to call up the joint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 182) authorizing the Director of the Census 
to compile statistics relating to irrigation. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and by unanimous con- 
sent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Kansas 
explain how the direction to the Director of the Census to com- 
plete this work depends on the publication of the agricultural 
report? 

Mr. BURTON. I did not understand the Senator’s question. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. As I caught the reading of the 


joint resolution it directs the Director of the Census, when a 
certain agricultural report shall have been published, to take 
Perhaps I did not catch it correctly. 


up 
this work. 


The Senator from Ala- 


Mr. BURTON. The statistics have been brought up to 1899, 
and the joint resolution proposes to direct the Director of the 
Census to bring them up to 1902. I am advised by the Depart- 
ment that it will not require any additional clerical help whatever, 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a House joint resolution? 

Mr. BURTON. Yes, a House joint resolution. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is it the intention to have it all 
published in one document—that is what has been done by the 
Agricultural Department and what is to be done by the Census 
| Department—or is it to be in two separate documents? 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose the agricultural statistics of the 
Census Bureau are referred to. 

Mr. BURTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. And not the agricultural statistics of the Ag- 
ricultural Department? ; 
Mr. BURTON. No, sir. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
ing correctly. 

Mr. QUARLES. If the Senator will permit me, I am advised 
that a large portion of the material has already been collected 
and that it requires to be collated and published. The people in- 
| terested in this matter are exceedingly desirous to have it done 
seasonably, and I am advised that it can be done practically with- 
out any additional expense. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I was mistaken. I thought that 
it referred to work that had been partially done by the Agricul- 
| tural Department. 


Perhaps I did not catch the read- 





Mr. BURTON. No. 
Mr. QUARLES. Oh, no. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH A, NALLEY. 


| Mr. GALLINGER. While I have been of the opinion that it 
was unwise to clear the Calendar of pension bills, my attention 
has been called to one, the beneficiary of which is the invalid and 
dependent daughter of a soldier. She is suffering from cancer, 
| and probably will not live until the beginning of the next session. 

For that reason I ask consent to call up the bill (H. R. 11171) 
| granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Nalley. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth A. 
Nalley, helpless and dependent daughter of William H. Nalley, 
late captain Company A, Fifth Battalion District of Columbia 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


TIMBER LANDS IN NEW MEXICO, 


Mr. GAMBLE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 11062) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An 
act to make certain grants of land to the Territory of New Mexico, 
and for other purposes.”’ 

This bill has been read twice, and the amendments of the Sen- 
ate Committee on Public Lands agreed to. It was asked to go 
over on Friday by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockrELL] 
when it was reached on the Calendar. I do not understand that 
he objects to it now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I objected to the bill, not having clearly 
understood the object and the effect of it. I ask the Senator from 
Arkansas [ Mr. Berry] to make a statement, and I will then with- 
draw my objection. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, as the bill came from the House it 
provided for the disposition of certain lands in New Mexico which 
were given by the Government to that Territory. Under the law 
then passed those lands might be disposed of by the Territory at 
$1.25 an acre, provided not more than 160 acres should be sold to 
any one individual. 

The House passed this bill, providing that the timber on not 
more than 25,000 acres might be sold, and put no limitation or no 
minimum price on the land. It came to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSon] and my- 
self and others insisted that the House bill ought not to pass 
without a limitation, that the officers of that Territory should 
not be permitted to sell 25,000 acres of the white pine on the land 
without a limitation as to the price. So the committee amended 
the bill and provided that the timber on the land should not be 
sold for less than $4 an acre and that the sale should be at public 
auction. 

Now, it increases the number of acres which may be sold from 
| 160 to 25,000 acres. Under the present law all the timber lana 
| may be sold for $1.25 an acre. The legislature of the Territory 
| think that they could get much more for the land under this bill 

than under the present law. : 
| The object in desiring that such a large tract shall be sold 1S 
| that they contemplate building a railroad through that section of 
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country, and the people there think this bill will tend to facilitate 
that. Therefore if the bill shall pass both Houses with the Senate 
amendment, I think it would enable the Territory to get $4 or 
more per acre, instead of $1.25, under the present law; but I 
would never agree to the passage of the bill as it came from the 
House unless the Senate amendment was to remain in it, because 
then there would be no limitation whatever on the officers. That 
is the situation. After the amendment was made the Senator 
from Minnesota and the entire committee agreed to report the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I withdraw my objection to the bill with 
the distinct understanding that when it goes into conference, if it 


goes into conference, the amendments of the Senate are not to be 


receded from. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I object to the further considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. GAMBLE. It is just on its passage. I ask the Senator to 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. SCOTT. As I understand the bill, it virtually provides 
for taking from the Territory 25,000 acres of timber land. Iam 
opposed to doing that. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I did not hear the remark of the Senator from 
West Virginia. Will he please repeat it? 

Mr. SCOTT. As I understand the bill, it provides for the sale 
of 25,000 acres of timber in the Territory. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not of timber land, but only of the timber 
on the land. 

Mr. BERRY. Yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. The timber of this country is being denuded so 


fast now that I am opposed by my vote or by my sanction in any | 


way to giving away any further timber, to have it destroyed or 
cut—— 


Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow | 


me a moment? Congress is not parting with this timber. I ob- 
jected to this bill when it came up the other day because I had 
had no opportunity to examine it. This timber was granted long 
ago on this land to the Territory of New Mexico, the proceeds of 
the sale of the land or timber to be devoted to the construction, 
I believe, of certain public buildings, so that the title to this land 
has passed from the United States and vested in the Territory. 
There was a limitation upon the right to sell in this way that no 
more than 160 acres should be sold to one purchaser. Of course 
the Senator knows that in an isolated tract of land not accessible 


by railway no person could be found to buy 160 acres of timber, | 


because he could not get it away. 

The Delegate came to me after my objection and told me—and 
it is purely a local matter—that it was very desirable that they 
should be permitted to sell this timber, removing the restriction 
as to 160 acres in order that they might thereby facilitate the 
construction of a projected railway and develop the Territory. 
The committee has wisely amended the bill so as to provide that 
it shall be sold at public sale and that the upset price shall not be 
less than $4 an acre. It being a local matter, and the Delegate 


from New Mexico having stated the case as he did, and just as | 


the Senator from Arkansas has stated it, I withdrew my objec- 
tion. As the matter stands now, it might as well be a prohibi- 
tion upon the Territory from selling it atall. It was the intention 
of Congress that it should at some time be sold and the money 
used, because otherwise the timber can not be used. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator will allow me, the money was to 
be used and expended for irrigation. 

Mr. BERRY. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; it was ordered to be used for the erec- 
tion of certain public buildings, the capitol building, I think, for 
one, 

Mr. GAMBLE. An agricultural school. 

Mr. SPOONER. They can not use it without selling it. 

Mr. GAMBLE. It was.also to be used for a normal school. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator 
from South Dakota will permit me to make one remark, I will 


state that if the railway company or other parties see fit to do so | 


“they can go and get enough individuals to buy up this land and 
pay a dollar and a quarter an acre for it under the present law. 
Therefore, I think the bill as amended by the Senate committee 
is better for the Territory, because it provides that there shall be 
a sale at public auction and that the timber shall be sold for not 
less than $4 an acre, and the Territory will still have the land re- 
maining, whereas under the present law it may be sold—land, 
timber, and all—at a dollar and a quarter an acre. The legisla- 
ture of New Mexico, as I remember it, passed an act asking that 
this be done. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator from Arkansas will amend his bill 
so that timber or stumpage under a certain size shall not be cut, 
I will withdraw my objection; but otherwise I shall insist upon it. 
_ Mr. BERRY. It is not the bill of the Senator from Arkansas; 
it is a House bill, and was reported from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands of the Senate, of which I happen to bea member. The 
committee reported these amendments, and I will not make any 
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change in them, so far as Iam concerned, whether the Senator 
from West Virginia objects or not. Itis a matter for him to de- 
termine whether he shall do so ornot. I did not call up the bill 
and have not asked for its passage. I simply, on the request of 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockrE.u], explained the bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have a number of objections to the bill, but I 
do not want at this late day of the session to take up the time by 
stating them. They have little enough rainin New Mexico now, 
and if the balance of the timber they have there shall be cut down 
the people of that Territory will be without rain at all. If the 
bill can be amended so as to prevent the destruction of the under- 
brush or trees of a certain size, say 6 or 8 inches across the stump. 
leaving something with which to start a new forest there, I shall 
be willing to withdraw my objection, otherwise I shall insist on 
| the objection. I want to protect the timber there if I can. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator’s position practically dishonors 
the gift of this land made long ago by the Government of the 
United States to the Territory of New Mexico. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator will allow me, if the land has been 
given to them and they have control of it already, why do they 
| come back and ask Congress to pass such legislation? 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, he does not 
understand this case. Congress granted this land to the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico. 

Mr. SCOTT. I understand that. 

Mr. SPOONER. The proceeds—which, of course, involves the 
sale—to be used in the construction of a normal-school building 
and other buildings of a certain nature. The title passed to New 
Mexico and is in New Mexico, subject to the restriction that no 
| more than 160 acres can be sold to any one person. There isnow 
| no limitation as to the amount of timber or the size of the timber 
which may be cut upon any 160-acre tract; but, as the matter now 
stands, the land is isolated from railways, and in the absence of 
permission to sell it in larger lots, it is impossible to utilize the 
land at all. On the theory of my friend the Senator from West 
Virginia, whois a broad-minded man, this land never can be used 
| or utilized in any way for the purpose for which it was given to 
the Territory of New Mexico. It can not be used in kind, it can 
not be utilized at all, except through sales, the proceeds of which 
must be applied to the construction of these buildings. 

Mr. SCOTT. Allow me to ask the Senator from Wisconsin if 
the Territory of New Mexico has a right to provide that the tim- 
ber may be cut? 

Mr. SPOONER. Undoubtedly. New Mexico is under only 
two restrictions. One is that the land shall not be sold in larger 
| tracts than 160 acres to any one person, and the second is that the 
| money shall be used for a specific purpose. The reason why the 
| Territory asks this legislation is because it can not sell the land 
| in such small subdivisions, and it desires to be permitted to sell 
| the timber on tracts not exceeding 25,000 acres at public sale ata 
| price not less than $4 an acre, in order to realize the money with 
which to erect these buildings. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
West Virginia that the public lands in the Territory of New Mex- 
ico are under a board which is under the legislative authority of 
the Territory. This bill simply provides that the land shall be 
sold under such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the 
board of public lands in the Territory of New Mexico. 

Mr. ELKINS. I will say to my colleague that the Senator from 
South Dakota | Mr. GAMBLE] is right about that. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iwill withdraw my objection if that be the case. 
All I desired was a provision to properly control the matter. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I had hoped that the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. Scorr] would insist on his objection. I desire to 
renew it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iwant to sayin this connection, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that the disposition of the timber that belongs to the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico should be kept in status quo as nearly as 
possible until New Mexico becomes a State. 

I know from experience in my own State that State legislatures 
situated as will be the legislature of the State of New Mexico are 
very loath to part with the timber in their States in such immense 
quantities—40 square miles of timber to be sold to one individual 
or corporation. Speculators would buy it up if for no other pur- 
pose than to hold it until such time as it might be used or sold by 
them to better advantage as private individuals or as corporations 
and yield them an immense fortune in the future. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate is proceeding by 
unanimous consent. Objection has been made to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to say a 
word in reply to the statement of the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. PATTERSON], who is mistaken about the facts in this case. 
I merely want to correct him. 

In the first place, the Territory of New Mexico already has the 
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right to sell this land, timber and all, at $1.25 an acre. The Sen- 
ate amendment was to enable the Territory to get more than that, 
and then to provide for a public sale at not less than $4 an acre 
for the timber. I merely wanted to correct the Senator in that 
respect. 

Mr. KEAN. Icall for the regular order, Mr. President. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That the Territorial legislature has not 
sold the timber I think is pretty good evidence that the Terri- 
torial legislature desires to preserve it. 

Mr. BERRY. The Territorial legislature passed an act—— 

Mr. KEAN. Regular order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
bill is not before the Senate. 

SOL BEAR & CO. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am directed by the Committee on 

Finance, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 303) for the relief 


of Sol Bear & Co., to report it favorably without amendment. | 


I ask unanimous consent for its consideration at this time. It 


will take but a moment. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay $156.64 to Sol Bear & Co., of Wilmington, 
N. C.. upon their first surrendering to the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue the original stamps issued for that sum of money. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JACOB L. HANGER. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, some time ago the bill (H.R. 
3690) for the relief of Jacob L. Hanger was passed by the House 
and sent to the Senate. The Senate passed a substitute for the 
bill, and it was sent back to the House. The House disagreed to 
the Senateamendment, and asked fora conference. It came back 
to the Senate, the Senate agreed to the conference, and the con- 
ferees were appointed. Now, two of the conferees on the part of 
the Senate are absent, the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY] and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], and I am 
the only one of the conferees now present. But the conferees have 
agreed. The House conferees have agreed to recede from the 


disagreement of the House to the Senate amendment, which would | 


leave the Senate amendment to become alaw. The only question 
now is parliamentarily whether we must have two other conferees 
appointed, or whether the Senate will accept this report, let it go 
to the House, and if the House should agree to the Senate amend- 
ment, that will be the end of it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
ference report? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The House has not agreed tothe conference 
report. Two of the conferees on the part of the House have 
signed it, but there is only one conferee on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Has the House acted? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The House has not acted, because the re- 
port has to be first made to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the objection to hav- 
ing new conferees appointed on the part of the Senate to fill the 
vacancies on the conference committee? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know of no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The difficulty is in making a 


Has the House agreed to the con- 


conference report signed by but one conferee on the part of the | 


senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose thatis so. I will suggest that 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scott] and the Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] be appointed conferees in place 
of the Senator from Connecticut and the Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent that the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] be ex- 
cused from further service on the conference committee on the 
bill, and that the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scott] and 
the Senator from Wyoming |Mr. WARREN] be appointed in their 
place. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and that order 
is made. 

Mr. COCKRELL subsequently said: I submit a conference re- 
port on House bill 3690, which I ask to have read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report. as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3690) for the relief of Jacob 
L. Hanger having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede froni its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate and agree to the same. 

F. E. WARREN, 


N. B. SCOTT, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
RICHARD WAYNE PARKER, 
F. W. MONDELL. 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
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REGULATION OF IMMIGRATION OF ALIENS. 


Mr. ELKINS. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, to 

| whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from 

Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] on the 28th instant, to report it fa- 

vorably with an amendment. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
| resolution submitted by Mr. PENROSE on the 28th instant, as fol- 
lows: 
| Resolved. That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Immigra- 
| tion 10,000 copies of Senate Report No. 2119 and testimony on the bill to regu- 
| late the immigration of aliens, and of House of Representatives bill which said 

report accompanies. 
The amendment reported by the Committee on Printing was, 
| in line 2, before the word “ copies,’’ to strike out ‘‘ ten thousand ”’ 
| and insert ‘‘ seven thousand five hundred.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


SUBPORTS AT TACOMA AND SEATTLE, WASH. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington. Iask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 11987) relating to trans- 
portation of dutiable merchandise at subports of Tacoma and 

| Seattle, State of Washington. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to extend the 
privileges of the first section of the act approved June 10, 1880, 
relating to the transportation of dutiable merchandise without 
appraisement to Tacoma and Seattle, subports of entry in the 
customs collection district of Puget Sound, State of Washington. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report is short in that case, and I ask 
that it be read. It will only take a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
Mason on the 26th instant: 


The Committee on Commerce adopts the House report, as follows: 

“The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 11987) relating to transportation of duitable goods at subports of 
Tacoma and Seattle, submit the following report: 

“The object of this bill is to give to the subports above named the com- 
mercial privileges of importation of goods in bond as is provided for in sec- 
tion 1. act of June 10, 1880. 

“The letter of the Secretary of the Treasury is hereto appended, and, as 
appears, approves of this bill. 

“We recommend that the bill be passed.” 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, Mey 28, 1902. 
Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication 
of the 26th instant, with which was transmitted House bill 11987, providing for 
the extension to Tacoma and Seattle, subports of entry in the customs col- 
lection district of Puget Sound, State of Washington, of the privileges of the 
first section of the act approved June 10, 1880, reiting to the transportation 
of dutiable merchandise without appraisement. 
In.reply to your request for an expression of my views as to whether or 
| not the bill should be enacted into a law I have to state that in view of the 
large quantities of oriental merchandise imported at the ports named and 
| destined for other ports in the United States I am of opinion that commer- 
cial necessities require the passage of the bill, and I therefore commend it to 
the favorable consideration of the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Respectfully, 
L. M. SHAW, Secretary. 


Hon. SERENO E. PAYNE, 
Chairman Committee on Ways and Means, House of Representatives. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADMISSION OF CUBA, 


Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I ask that the joint resolution 
| introduced by me on the 14th instant may be read. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
| read. 
| The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That Congress doth consent that the territory properly in- 
| cluded within and rightfully belonging to the Republic of Cuba may be 
erected into a new State, to be called the State of Cuba, with a republican 
form of government, to be adopted by the people of said Republic, by depu- 
ties in convention assembled, with the consent of the existing Government, 
in order that the same may be admitted as one of the States of this Union. 

2. And be it further resolved, That the foregoing consent of Congress 154 
given upon the following conditions and with the following guarantees, to 
wit: First. The constitution of said State, with the proper evidence of its 
adoption by the people of said Republic of Cuba, shall be transmitted to the 
President of the United States, to be laid before Congress for its final action 
on_or before the Ist day of January, 194. Second. Said State, when admit- 
ted into the Union, after ceding to the United States all public edifices, for- 
tifications, barracks, ports and harbors, navy and navy-yards, docks, maga- 
zines, arms, armaments, and all other property and means pertaining to the 
public defense belonging to said Republic of Cuba, shall retain all the public 
funds, debts, taxes, and dues of every kind which may belong to or be due 
and owing said Republic, and shall also retain all the vacant and unappro- 
— lands lying within its limits, to be applied to the payment of the 
debts and liabilities of said Republic of Cuba. and the residue of said lands, 
after errs said debts and liabilities, to be disposed of as said State 
may direct; but in no event are said debts and liabilities to become a charge 
upon the Government of the United States. 

3. And be it further resolved, That if the President of the United States 
shall in his judgment and discretion deem it most advisable, instead of pro- 
ceeding to submit the foregoing resolution to the Republic of Cuba as an 
overture on the part of the United States for admission, to negotiate with 
that Republic; then, 
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Be it resolved, Thata State, to be formed out of the present Republic of 
Cuba, with a republican form of government and with representatives in 
Congreas, shall be admitted into the Union, by virtue of this act, on an equal 
footing with the existing States, as soon as the terms and conditions of such 
admission shall be agreed upon by the Governments of the Republic of Cuba 
andthe United States; and that the sum of $100,000 be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated to defray the expenses of missions and negotiations to agree 
upon the terms of said admission and cession, either by treaty to be submit- 
ted to the Senate or by articles to be submitted to the two Houses of Con- 
gress, as the President may direct. 


Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President 
Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will pardon me one moment, I 





should like to have the first subdivision of that joint resolution | 


again read. 


“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as re- | 


quested. 


The Secretary read the first subdivision of the joint resolution. | 


Mr. ELKINS. The joint resolution I had the honor of introduc- 
ing in the Senate, which has just been read, has been misunder- 
stood. The introduction of this resolution had no relation to nor 
bearing whatever upon the question of the Cuban reciprocity bill 
pending before the Committee on Cuban Relations of the Senate. 
It has been my judgment for a long time, independent of all 


questions of reciprocity and trade relations, that Cuba would | 


inevitably become part of the United States. This being the case, I 


have believed the sooner the annexation was consummated the | 


better it would be for both nations. 

It has been claimed that the resolution is nntimely and an offense 
to Cuba by even suggesting annexation at this time. The letter 
and spirit of the resolution furnishes no ground of offense. The 


resolution provides that Cuba must take the initiative, and only | 


when she asks for annexation can the United States take action. 
Under the resolution, if Cuba fails to ask to be admitted as a 
State there can be noannexation. There has been no time within 
the last fifty years when the people of Cuba, if they could have 
had their choice, independent of Spain, would not have gladly 
consented to become a State in the American Union. Then, 
why should it be any cause of offense now that she is free, largely 
by the grace of the United States, to simply indicate our willing- 
ness that in the event it should be her wish to become a State we 
would consent? ‘Texas, after gaining herindependence by thevalor 
and heroism of her people alone and unaided, did not regard it an 
offense to be asked to come into the American Union as a State. 
The same invitation set forth in this resolution was extended to 
the people of Texas. They were not offended, and they did not 
regard it beneath their dignity to promptly accept it; and why 
should Cuba be offended? We have spent two hundred millions 
of our money and watered the soil of Cuba with the blood of 
our soldiers to gain her independence. 

For nearly a century the annexation of Cuba to the United 
States has been the dream and ambition of American statesman- 
ship. Jefferson and the earlier statesmen favored it and looked 
forward to its certain consummation. 

Jefferson said: 

I candidly confess that I have ever looked on Cuba as the most interest- 
ing addition which could ever be made to our system of States. 

President Polk in 1848 offered $100,000,000 for Cuba. 

It is known that President Pierce favored the acquisition of Cuba 
and instructed Mr, Buchanan, minister to England, Mr. Mason, 
minister to France, and Mr. Soulé, minister to Spain, in 1854 to 
take up the subject with European governments. Their conclu- 
sions were incorporated in what is known as the Ostend Manifesto; 
they urged the purchase of the island of Cuba from Spain for 
5120,000,000, and stated that they regarded the island as necessary 
to the United States and the sale advantageous to Spain. They 
added, if this offer was not accepted, that self-preservation is the 
first law of nature. 

6 = Democratic platform of 1860 favored the acquisition of 
uba. 

Discussion and agitation were delayed on account of the fear 
that annexation would extend the area of slavery and increase 
the slave power in the Government. President Garfield and Mr. 
Blaine had annexation in mind in the beginning of the Garfield 
Adninistration, and it was their purpose to make the acquisition 
of Cuba one of the aims of that Administration. At that time 
>200,000,000 was not regarded as too much to pay Spain for Cuba. 

President Garfield, a few days before the dastardly shot of the 
assassin which took away his life, pointing to a map in the 
Cabinet room, said to a friend: 


Do you know that Cuba is right at our doors, and farther west than Pitts- 


— and don’t you think her acquisition would be a great thing for our 
ountry? 


President McKinley, speaking to the Cuban commissioners 
who came to Washington to look after the question of defining 
the relations between the two countries, said: 

If you only were a member of the family, how easy it would all be. 

Discussing the speech President McKinley made at Austin, Tex., 
while en route to the Pacific coast, Henry Litchfield West, whois 
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not only an able and accomplished writer, but a close observer 
| and a man of accurate judgment, says, in the Forum, December 
| (1901): 








The conditions in Cuba are much more satisfactory, and much disenssion 
is not likely to be provoked unless an attempt is made to arrange a reci 
procity treaty with the new government of thatisland. * * * It is hardly 
possible that a sincere effort will be made at this early stage of Cuba's de- 
velopment to agitate for the annexation of the island. Had President Me- 
Kinley been spared, some action in this direction would have been inaugu 
rated. There is no doubt he looked forward to annexation as the ultimate 
solution of the Cuban problem. 

After nearly a century of waiting, the time seems opportune 
now to carry into effect the well-defined wishes of a majority of 
the people of Cuba and the United States in regard to annexa- 
tion. No sufficient reason can be urged against annexation. 
Under all the circumstances annexation now is in the interest of 
| both countries. I never favored it before, and opposed the Span- 

ish war partly for the reason that in the event of war the United 
| States would be compelled to acquire all the territory of Spain in 
| the Western Hemisphere. This I did not desire. 

The environment of Cuba, being a small country, right under 
| the shadow of the Great Republic, beset with trials and difficul- 
| ties on the threshold of her national life—these and other things 
stand in the way of her being long an independent nation, 
| while as a State in the American Union her people would be 
prosperous and progressive; the products of her soil, the richest 
on the earth, would find a ready market at home and abroad; 
her people would become citizens of the Great Republic, an honor 
greater than being Roman citizens in the best days of the Roman 
Empire, and enjoy the liberties and all the blessings that would 
| flow from being part of the best, greatest, and freest Government 
| in the world. 

After annexation the products of Cuba would not come into 
hurtful competition with those of the United States. Free trade 
amongst the States has never lowered the price of labor or worked 
injury to American interests. Wherever our flag floats the price 
of labor advances. Under our immigration laws this would soon 
be the case in Cuba, and the price of labor in both countries 
would be the same for the same work. With annexation Cuba 
would have the best market in the world for all her products at 
her very doors in her sister States unhindered by duties, and the 
farmers and manufacturers of the States would supply everything 
needed by Cuba as against all other countries. 

It is claimed that annexation would destroy the promising and 
growing beet-sugar industry of the United States. Not so, how- 
ever. The price of products among the States of the Union always 
seeks an equilibrium. With proper protection in favor of the 
cane sugar of Cuba, which she will enjoy as a State, and the beet 
sugar of the United States, within fifteen years the United States 
would notonly produce enough sugar for its own consumption, but 
largely compete with other countries in the markets of the world. 

But for the war with Spain, although so successful and glorious, 
Cuba would now be a part of the United States. Before the 
declaration of war, at the instance of the United States, Spain 
granted the armistice on the island demanded by the Cuban in- 
surgents. President McKinley, in his great desire to avert the 
war, worked hard to secure this result, and I think if the armistice 
| had come a week earlier or President McKinley could have had 

thirty days longer he would, through peaceful negotiations, have 
induced Spain to surrender sovereignty over Cuba and Porto Rico. 

It was clear that only through the intervention of the United 

States by peaceful means or war could the people of Cuba ever 
have hoped to end Spanish rule on the island. Nothing short of 
the annexation of Cuba would have justified the United States in 
intervening and paying Spain $200,000,000 for the island. The 
| people of Cuba would have welcomed annexation, as it offered 
the only escape from Spanish domination on the island. 





Even with the war, had it not been for our declaration that 
the war was not waged for conquest or aggrandizement, known 
as the Teller amendment, Cuba would to-day be a part of the 
United States, just as Porto Rico and the Philippines are. This 
amendment has proved both mischievous and unwise. There 
was no need of the United States, on the eve of war, declaring 
what it would or would not do during or following the war. 
Wise men, and a nation governed by wise men, in entering upon 
great transactions should never make unnecessary declarations 
and pledges. 

The difficulties, trials, and troubles we had in Cuba, Porto Rico, 
and Hawaii, and are now having in the Philippines, are but the 

ulse beats of national expansion, the growing pains of the Repub- 
ic, natural and logical in the progressand development of a great 
nation. They will soon pass away and be forgotten, and we will 
look upon our island possessions with pride and satisfaction and 
as useful acquisitions necessary to holding and increasing our 
trade and commerce in the Pacific Ocean and the Orient, and for 
our national defense. 

When Cuba shall become a part of the American Union and 
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the isthmian canal shall be completed, which is now assured, 
Porto Rico, Cuba, Hawaii, and the Philippines will be the out- 


posts of the great Republic, standing guard over Ameri- 
can interests in the track of the world’s commerce in its 


triumphant march around the globe. Our people will soon see 
and feel that these island possessions belonging to the United 
States are natural and logical, and in the great part we are to 


play in the affairs of the world we would not only not give them | 


up, but wonder how in the working out of our national destiny 
we could get on without them. This splendid chain of island 
possessions, reaching half around the world, would not be com- 
plete without Cuba, the gem of the Antilles. 

The provisions of the act of Congress demanding that Cuba in- 
sert the conditions in her constitution, commonly known as the 
Platt amendment, prevent Cuba from being an entirely free 
and independent nation. We have put upon herconditions which, 
in a sense, may be to the mutual interest of both countries, but, 
while insuring a certain security to Cuba, makes her, in effect, a 
dependent nation, and as long as these conditions stand as part of 
our laws and embedded in her constitution she can never be a 
free and independent nation. The people of Cuba will soon learn 
that it is far better to be a State in the American Union, with 
Senators and Representatives in Congress, than to be a depend- 
ent nation. This furnishes one of the reasons why I think her 
people will prefer giving up national existence and becoming a 
part of the Great Republic. 

There is a tendency in all human affairs, in government, trade, 
and commerce, to concentration and combination. Meteors go 
to the sun; small nations are becoming parts of great nations, 
and Cuba in her present environment, situated as she is, can not 
be expected to resist this tendency. Thoughtful and intelligent 
people, both in Cuba and the United States, believe that it is mani- 
fest destiny that Cuba should become a part of the United States. 
Why not anticipate the sure workings of time and do now what 
the people of both nations will welcome later on with joy, una- 
nimity, and enthusiasm. Now is the most opportune time for 
annexation before Cuba contracts debts and strains her credit to 
start in the race of national life, and before the United States in 
order to further help Cuba makes more sacrifices either by aban- 
doning her economic traditions and breaking down the policy of 
protection, which has brought such great prosperity and success 
to our people, or otherwise. In the long future. yet not so long in 
the lives of nations, Cuba would become one of the richest and 
most progressive States of the Union. 

Only the beginning of the history of the relations between the 
two Republics has been written, one brief chapter, a chapter, 
however. unparalleled in the world’s history, for what the United 
States has done for Cuba no nation ever did for another. Both 
countries can now agree upon and write down what they wish 
and what is to their mutual interest before difficulties, embar- 
rassments or hindrances to annexation come about. Cuba can 
now act freely before individuals and combinations, for selfish 
purposes make action in the future troublesome. Prompt and 
untrammeled action now will safeguard the interests of both 
Cuba and the United States. 

Americans have always had an affectionate interest in Cuba’s 
welfare; they gave their blood and treasure freely tu expel the 
Spaniard from this beautiful island and to secure her people the 
liberties they now enjoy. Our honored President testified his in- 
terest in and affection for Cuba by his splendid heroism on San 
Juan Hill. The worthy President of Cuba, Sefior Don Tomas 
Estrada Palma, able, honest, loyal, and unselfish, knows the heart 
of the American people; he and the statesmen of Cuba know the 
Great Republic can be trusted and that the rights of a State in the 
American Union are indestructible. 

The effect of the Platt amendment, though not intended, will 
operate to bring about annexation. A nation can not long re- 
main half free and half dependent; such a condition embarrasses 


healthy progress in national life, and leaves but little room for the | 


exercise of the genius and intelligence of a people in the affairs 
of government, especially when under such restrictions as these 
amendments impose. 

I will put in ccntrast the language of the Teller amendment and 
the words of the Platt amendment. They are absolutely incon- 
sistent. I was opposed to both, but was hushed into silence because 


our great leaders, great lawyers, and best thinkers in the Senate | 


thought it was wise to adopt them. But they rise up now to 
plague us, 

We promised the people of Cuba, upon their establishing a gov- 
ernment, we would surrender the sovereignty and control of the 
island to them. Long before our Army was withdrawn from the 
island we passed the Platt amendment, which restricted that very 
control. This is the position in which we are to-day. We did the 
best we knew how; we acted from the very best motives; I do not 
challenge them. 

The first and fourth clauses of the joint resolution, approved 
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April 20, 1898, for the recognition of the independence of Cuba, 
and in effect declaring war against Spain, are as follows: 

First. That the people of the island of Cuba are, and of right ought to be, 
free and independent. 

Fourth. That the United States hereby disclaims any disposition or in- 
tention to exercise sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over said island ex- 
cept for the pacification thereof, and asserts its determination, when that 
is ~~ cries to leave the government and control of the island to its 
people. 


As to the first clause all know that the people of Cuba were not 


| at that time free and independent, yet we solemnly declared them 


to be, though it took our Navy and an army of 100,000 men to 
make this declaration a fact. 

The fourth clause, commonly known as the Teller amendment, 
prevented Cuba from coming to us just as Porto Rico and the 
Philippines did. In it we made certain definite pledges to the 
people of Cuba. Have we kept them? The Platt amendment to 
the Army bill approved March 2, 1901, is as follows: 

I. 

That the government of Cuba shall never enter into any trfaty or other 
compact with any foreign power or powers which will impair or tend to im- 
air the independence of Cuba, nor in any manner authorize or permit any 
oreign power or powers to obtain by colonization or for military or naval 
purposes or otherwise, lodgment in or control over any portion of said island. 
II. 

That said government shall not assume or contract any public debt, to pay 
the interest upon which, and to make reasonable sinking-fund provision for 
the ultimate discharge of which, the ordinary revenues of the island, after 
defraying the current expenses of government, shall be inadequate. 

Ii. 

That the government of Cuba consents that the United States may exercise 
the right to intervene for the preservation of Cuban independence, the main- 
tenance of a government adequate for the protection of life, property. and 
individual liberty, and for discharging the obligations with respect to Cuba 
imposed by the treaty of Paris on the United States, now to be assumed and 
undertaken by the government of Cuba. 

IV. 

That all acts of the United States in Cuba during its military occupancy 
thereof are ratified and validated, and all lawful rights acquired thereunder 
shall be maintained and protected. 


That the government of Cuba will execute, and as far as necessary ex- 
tend, the plans already devised or other plans to be mutually agreed upon 
for the sanitation of the cities of the island, to the end that a recurrence o 


| epidemic and infectious diseases may be prevented, thereby assuring pro- 


tection to the people and commerce of Cuba, as well as to the commerce of 
the southern ports of the United States and the people residing therein, 
VI. 
That the Isle of Pines shall be omitted from the proposed constitutional 
boundaries of Cuba, the title thereto being left to future adjustment by 


treaty. 
Vil. 


That to enable the United States to maintain the independence of Cuba, 
and to protect the people thereof, as well as for its own defense, the govern- 
ment of Cuba will sell or lease to the United States lands necessary for coal- 
ing or naval stations at certain specified points, to be agreed upon with the 
President of the United States. 

Vill. 

That by way of further assurance the government of Cuba wil] embody 
the foregoing provisions in a permanent treaty with the United States. 

This amendment, instead of leaving the government and control 
of the island to the people of Cuba, places a limitation upon their 
power to make treaties, upon their power to contract debts, pro- 
vides that the United States may intervene to protect life and 
property on the island, and even enforces the right of the United 
States to jointly look after the sanitation of the island. We owe 
it to the people of Cuba to relieve them from the condition of a 
dependent nation in which they are placed by the Platt amend- 
ment, and the best way to do this is to invite them to become a 
State in the Union, which will bring to their people more benefits 
and advantages than being a small dependent Republic. 

The question of annexation forces itself to the front and will 
claim from now on the attention of the people of both countries. 
This is in the very nature of things and grows out of our past and 
present relations with Cuba. Reciprocity with Cuba affords no 
adequate remedy for what threatens her interests. A 20 percent 
reduction in her tariff and ours will do Cuba as a people or a Gov- 
ernment little or no good, while it will work great harm to the 
interests of the United States. It is said that both General Wood 
and President Palma have stated that 20 per cent reduction will 
not help Cuba. They have never claimed that annexation would 
not be helpful to the people of Cuba. 

Cuba has an area of 41,655 square miles: was discovered by the 
Spaniards in 1511, nearly four hundred years ago. Considering 
her situation, rich soil. fine climate. and natural resources. but 
little progress has been made in her material development. More 
progress has been made in the four years of American occupation 
of Cuba than in any fifty years of her previous history. Cuba, 
with her great advantages and resources, needs capital and con- 


| fidence on the part of investors that capital and property will be 


protected. In nearly four centuries it is said only about two-fifths 
of the lands of Cuba has come under use and cultivation. Her 
vast forests of timber are substantially untouched, and her iron- 
ore deposits scarcely opened. Her fruit industry is neglected. 
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If Cuba were a State in the American Union all this would be 
changed; the investor would have confidence that capital would | 
be protected; the unappropriated lands would come into use, and 
their value multiply; her forests would be taken, her iron mines 
would be opened, her commerce on sea and land would increase, 
her towns and cities would grow in population, and her people 
soon be as prosperous as any in the world. Americans would | 
seek homes there and engage in business with the certainty of the | 
largest measure of success. 

There was long discussion and fierce opposition to the annexa- 
tion of Texas—much more, I think, than there will be to the an- 
nexation of Cuba—but it came at last as surely as the annexation | 
of Cuba willcome. There is nota loyal and true American to be | 
found within the confines of the Republic who would give up | 
Texas, and within a few years after Cuba becomes a State in our | 
Union not an American will be found willing to part with the 
island. 

Under the circumstances, having been generous beyond meas- 
ure to Cuba, having lifted her up and made her a nation among 
the nations of the earth, it seems right and proper that the 
United States, as provided in the resolution before the Senate, 
should open the way and make it easy for Cuba to ask for 
annexation. 

Mr. President, I wish to detain the Senate a few minutes by 
drawing attention to some remarks made by the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatt] on Friday last, in relation to 
our duty to Cuba, and the necessity of keeping her friendship and 
extending our trade with her people. It was in the debate between 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatt] and the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

I nearly always agree with the Senator from Connecticut and 
follow him; he commands the respect, confidence, and high re- 
gard of his associates; he forces conviction by his superb ability 
and sound judgment. It is an ungracious task to differ with 
him on any question. I find, however, on the Cuban question 
I can not agree with him. In his remarks he says there is 
no place in the world where we can so surely extend and increase 
our trade as Cuba, but the question is on what terms. Our trade 
must not be increased there at the expense of American interests; 
we must not pay too dear for trade with Cuba. 

Cuba should prefer us to all other nations in the matter of 
friendship and trade relations. The Senator from Connecticut 
looks upon the acquisition of Cuba with alarm; he says we must 
either make her our warm friend, make her independent, or ac- 
quire her, which would be a peril to the country. 

Mr. President, what more can we do for Cuba to make her 
our friend? Why this seeking after friendship with a country 
for which we have done everything? If her Government lasts a 
thousand years it can not discharge its obligations to us, and I 
can not understand this desire to make great and continued sacri- 
fices in order to secure the friendship of Cuba. I do not know 
where it originates or its cause. We owe Cuba good will. But 
we are not called upon to prefer Cuba to our own country. We 
are charged with the guardianship of the interests of our own 
people and not those of the people of a foreign country. When 
many of our own people have been in dire distress we have not 
helped them by legislation. The only wrong we have done Cuba 
was passing the Teller amendment, which prevented her acquisi- 
tion following the Spanish war, and the Platt amendment, which 
made a her a dependent nation, which I have just read. We can 
make reparation for both by promptly admitting Cuba into the 
Union as a State if her people so desire. 

hg Senator from Connecticut in speaking of annexation further 
said: 











I regard that, Mr. President, as the greatest peril which to-day besets our 
Government. I can think of no future danger to be so much apprehended 
as that. When we begin to annex to our country foreign territories with 
foreign inhabitants, inhabitantsalien to our race, to our habits, to our customs, 
to our traditions, and to our institutions, with the near certainty that state- 
hood is to follow, we shall have taken the first step, in my judgment, toward 
the demoralization, in this a disintegration, of our republican institutions. 

Why this alarm when the annexation of Cuba is proposed? 
W hy stop at Cuba, situated at our doors, and absorb the Philip- 
pines, 7,000 miles away, with Malays, Chinese, and mixed and 
uncivilized races, when the people of Cuba are a highly civilized 
people and, we have declared, ioe ony of self-government? 

Have we not already er the Philippines, Hawaii, Porto 
Rico, Guam, Danish West Indies—territory with foreign inhab- 
itants and alien to our race, to our habits, and to our customs, 
much more so than Cuba and the people of Cuba? Did we not | 
absorb California, New Mexico, and Arizona with foreign peo- | 
ple, with Indians and Mexicans? Yet we have survived and 
made progress in our national life. 

In all of our acquisition of islands reaching fifteen hundred 








miles east and nearly ten thousand miles west, we failed to ac- 
quire Cuba, the most desirable and most important one—the one ' 





nearest to our doors and the one which would be of most benefit 
to us, and about the acquisition of which there has been a century 
of controversy. The trouble is the Senator’s amendment makes 
annexation not only possible, but certain. 

The Senator then adds: We have come to a crisis in our affairs; 


| that our plain duty is to treat Cuba with reference to her com- 


mercial relations to the United States, so as to keep her our 
friend. 

Have we not done enough to make Cuba our friend for all 
time? If she will not be our friend now, will she ever be? Cuba 
needs us more than we need Cuba. I can not understand this 
fear of not doing enough to keep Cuba’s friendship. It reminds 
me of the wave of hysteria which swept over the country before 
and following the Spanish war. Somehow we can not speak of or 
deal with Cuba with composure and without becoming extrava- 
gant. 

Just before the Spanish war the well-balanced, conservative, 
judicious, and judicial-minded senior Senator from Ohio, in a 
speech made in the Senate April 13, 1898, gave away in his hot 
zeal to praising the Cuban Government and said that the island 
had a government organized in all departments and an efficient 
postal system, and exclaimed that her President and Vice-Presi- 
dent would compare favorably with ours. I quote his words: 

Isay, without attempting to disparage anybody, the President and Vice- 
President of the Cuban Republic, for intellectual strength and power and 
vigor, for high character, for unquestioned ability, for statesmanship, will 
compare favorably with the President and Vice-President of the United 
States of America. 

It is shown by that testimony that they have in the island of Cuba, insti- 
tuted by this paper government, a postal system which is carrying the mails 
to-day throughout the island into every fortified city, as well as throughout 
the territorial parts of the island. They not only have a postal system, but 
they have a fiscal system—a fiscal system which has provided tax collectors 
for the Government throughout all that island. The Cubans do have a fixed 
capital. 

I did not agree with the honorable Senator when he made this 
statement. I set it down then, as I do now, to his ardent desire 
to help the cause of Cuba. 

Following the war our able Secretary of War, who never acts 
from impulse and always keeps his ardor and enthusiasm under 
the severest control, deliberately uses this extravagant language 
in his annual report to the President on the subject of Cuba: 

For the peace of Cuba is necessary to the peace of the United States; the 
health of Cuba is necessary to the health of the United States; the independ- 
ence of Cuba is necessary to the safety of the United States. 

This is on a par with the statements made by the Senator from 
Ohio, and others who urged the United States to declare war, 
and are now being made about Cuba. Wecan not keep the peace of 
the United States if Cuba does not have peace. We can not have 
health in the United States unless Cuba has health. The independ- 
ence of Cuba is necessary to the safety of the United States. Who 
believes this now? I hardly think the honorable Secretary does. 
The United States maintained peace twenty-five years while there 
was war in Cuba, and the United States has enjoyed safety for a 
century, though Cuba was not during all that time independent. 

Speaking generally on the subject of trade relations with Cuba 
and increasing our trade in the island, and incidentally aiding Cuba, 
I do not believe for these purposes or any other we should reduce 
duties on all the products of one country, thereby discriminating 
against other countries who are better customers; we should not 
injurean American industry which Republicans stand pledged in 
their national platform toaid; we should not revise the tariff 
by piecemeal and out of time; we should not diminish our rev- 
nues six millions a year for five years to aid Cuba, leaving it 
doubtful whether Cuba and her people would ever get the benefit 
of this reduction, when we know and feel that in a short time 
Cuba must become apart of the United States and all these ques- 
tions settle themselves without injury to the interests of our 
people. 

The United States can better afford to give up all trade with 
Cuba and pay all the expenses of the Cuban Government than im- 

yair the protective principle and injure any American industry. 

he duties on 20 agricultural products from Cuba can not be re- 
duced without impairing protection no more than reducing the 
duties on 20 agricultural products from Canada and then declare 
it will not work injury to the American farmer. 

If, on the ground of aiding Cuba and at the same time finding a 
wider market there for American products, the Cuban Relations 
Committee should bring in a bill reducing the tariff on lumber, 
coal, wool, glass, and other products of West Virginia, the West 
Virginia delegation in Congress could not support it; and if it 
did I doubt whether any member of the delegation that did so 
would ever be returned to Congress. 

There is no precedent for increasing or lowering duties by leg- 
islation on the products of any particular country. Tariff sched- 
ules are always framed as a whole and left to stand until another 
revision by Congress. The tariff should never for any reason be 
changed by legislation except asa whole. You can not take links 
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out of a chain and still maintain the strength of a chain, or claim 
you have a chain at all. 

Reciprocity has always been effected through treaties, never by 
legislation. Weeks ago I suggested to the friends of Cuban reci- 
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procity in the Senate the way to bring about reciprocity with | 


Cuba was by treaty and not by act of Congress. I had in mind 
the Buffalo speech of our late martyred President, in which he 
used these significant words, ‘* Reciprocity is in harmony with 
the spirit of the times.’’ There are now pending in the Senate 
twelve or fourteen treaties providing reciprocity. Why should 
Cuba be made an exception to this rule? 

The reciprocity with Cuba now asked by the Committee on 
Cuban Relations is not the reciprocity advocatéd by Blaine, Har- 
rison, McKinley. or Roosevelt. Not one of these great states- 
men ever advocated reducing the tariff by legislation on some 
articles to the injury of any American industry and calling it 
reciprocity. 
he ever said warrants any such belief. 
never advocated any such doctrine. 
used this language: 

Reciprocity must be treated as the handmaiden of protection. Our first 
duty is to see that the a tion granted by the tariff in every case where it 
is needed is maintainet 
safely done, without injury to any of our home industries. 

Further on in his message he defines what reciprocity is, and 
his definition accords with that of McKinley, Blaine, and Harrison. 
I stand by the words of President Roosevelt. They are sound. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
the purpose of discussing the joint resolution introduced by the 
Senator from West Virginia |[Mr. ELKrns], or of replying in de- 
tail to his remarks. I would keep silent except that I fear the 
introduction of the joint resolution in the Senate of the United 
States. and the remarks which have been made by the Senator 
from West Virginia in its support will be misunderstood and 
possibly resented in Cuba. I fear the people of Cuba will not 
understand that the joint resolution and the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia represent only his personal opinion upon 
this subject, and therefore I want to say that I am satisfied that 
in the introduction of the joint resolution and in its advocacy the 
Senator from West Virginia does not represent any considerable 
portion of the people of the United States. 
people would have a right, if they supposed that this were a real 
movement on the part of the United States looking toward the 
annexation of Cuba, to charge us with bad faith. 

In the joint resolution which was passed on the 20th of April, 


President Roosevelt has 





McKinley would never have done so, and nothing | th | 0 : ] 
| high plane to justify the action which led us to take the initia- 
In his annual message he | 


,and that reciprocity be sought for, so far as it can be | 


Mr. President, I do not rise for | 


| 


} 
} 





I think the Cuban | 


1898, demanding that Spain should at once relinquish its author- | 
ity and government in the island of Cuba and withdraw its land | 
and naval forces from Cuba and Cuban waters, the Congress of | 


the United States solemnly passed this fourth paragraph of the 
resolution: 

Fourth. That the United States hereby disclaims any disposition or inten- 
tion to exercise sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over said island, except 
for the pacification thereof, and asserts its determination when that is ac- 
complished to leave the government and control of the island to its people. 

Mr. President, that pacification was accomplished and a consti- 
tutional government established in Cuba on the 20th of May last, 
and on the 14th of June, in less than one month after we had left 
the government and control of the island to its people, the joint 
resolution of the Senator from West Virginia is introduced into 
the Senate of the United States. 

The Senator may say that it is only an invitation to the people 
‘ of Cuba to ask to be annexed to the United States. I fear very 
much that they would regard it rather as the expression of an 
intention on the part of the United States to compel or coerce 
them into annexation with us. If that feeling should prevail in 


the island of Cuba it would be most unfortunate, and therefore I | 
| effect to discourage those whose patriotism and energy brought 


wish to state my own opinion that the joint resolution and the 
remarks which have been submitted in advocacy of it do not rep- 
resent sentiment in the United States. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. President, I do not purpose or care to pro- 
long this discussion or to give breadth to the argument either for 
or against the joint resolution. I merely want to say, in respect 
to the precedents which the Senator from West Virginia cited in 
support of his joint resolution, that several times during the his- 
tery of our country Presidents have recommended or thought it 
wise by purchase to acquire the island of Cuba. Whatever may 
have been the inducement or the argument at that time, it was 
not accomplished, which to my mind is evidence that the delib- 
erate judgment of the people was to the effect that we did not 
want to purchase or care to purchase or adopt the policy of ac- 
quiring the island of Cuba. 

Coming down to more recent events, the Senator cited Presi- 
dent McKinley. We all are familiar with the visit of a commis- 
sion from Cuba to the United States in the interest of the new- 
born Republic whose government was about to be established, and 
we know how President McKinley met that commission with 
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kindness and with an express desire for the establishment and 


growth of a liberal republican government there. He might have 
expresssed the thought quoted by the Senator that if Cuba was a 
member of our sisterhood of States the question would be differ- 
ent, but it so happened that Cuba was not a member of that sis- 
terhood. But what he did say—and it came from an earnest de- 
sire to help to benefit that country—was that he would do every- 
thing within the limit of his power and influence to place Cuba 
in a position as regards her relationship with the United States 
which would give an impetus to her prosperity, and to that end that 
that influence should be exerted to establish a trade relationship 
which would be to her advantage. 

I do not consider that this subject has been decided. I do not 
think our obligations toward that people have been ended. 
Whether or not we owe Cuba anything from the standpoint of 
mercenary motives, there is one thing we owe to ourselves, and 
that is that we place the consideration of this subject upon a 


tive, resulting in war with Spain for the liberation of those people. 
I want to see the country and the Congress stand firmly upon 


| that higher plane, which has placed a moral obligation upon the 


United States in our relations with that Republic. I want to see 
everything whatever is done in this country done along the line 
of our professions when we found an excuse to bring on a war 
with Spain. We had the opportunity to negotiate for the pur- 
chase of the island. Different schemes were presented to avoid a 
war. That is true. But the public sentiment of this country 
would have none of it. A money consideration would not satisfy 
them. They took that higher plane and made the demand for 
the freedom of Cuba and the establishment of a republic there. 
That was the chief aim of the people of the United States. 
Whether the Teller amendment was good or bad. it became the 
law, and at that time manifested what was the mind of the people 
on that subject. 

With respect to our obligations to Cuba, I may say that we will 
have an opportunity in the very near future to know whether the 
policy which was the policy of President McKinley and is the 


| policy of President Roosevelt to-day, based upon that high plane 


of moral obligation, is the policy which will receive the support 
of the American people. My judgment is that we will hear from 
the people upon this question, and we will be notified by an over- 
whelming expression of sentiment from the country that when 
we abandon that plane of consideration in regard to her we will 
have abandoned the professions which led us into that war. 

It is the policy of the Administration to-day, as it would have 
been the policy of President McKinley, had he lived, to treat that 
country as our ward, whether we owe Cuba anything or not; to 
assume, manfully and bravely, the responsibilities which we hold 
toward her future, and not seek to find an excuse to evade them. 

If we have not regard of our obligation to her, we certainly 
ought to be sensible of our obligations to the civilized world. 


| Pride in the success of our arms and the accomplishment of our 








purpose in overcoming Spain in the Western Hemisphere should 
cause us to respect our obligations to the balance of the world 
by a consistent continuation of the policy which started us on this 
enterprise. 

Mr. President, to talk about the annexation of Cuba at this 
time I think is not fair toward Cuba, just starting out in her new 
life, with scarcely a full appreciation of what the undertaking is 
to her, with a desire on her part to contradict the idea that her 
people are not competent to govern themselves. What kind of a 
proposition is it for the United States, even before she has had 
the time to prove what she can do, to announce a programme 
for annexation? 

I say, whether it will have a good or bad effect upon her com- 
mercial and industrial interests or not, it certainly will have the 


her to the position which claimed from us that effort and pro- 
tection which led to her final emancipation. 

No, Mr. President, it is a duty too sacred to be measured by 
obligation from a monetary standpoint or a commercial stand- 
point. It is a moral obligation which we have assumed, and 
without regard to party or section it is the pride of our people to 
stand by the obligations of our country with the spirit and the 
sentiment which impelled us to place ourselves in the present re- 
lationship with Cuba. 

I know nothing personally about the feeling in Cuba with 
reference to annexation. I have no doubt there is an element 
there that would favor it, as there is an element in this country 
that would favor it. But I do protest against the consideration 
of the question at a time like this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What does the Senator from 
West Virginia desire to havedone with the joint resolution? _ 

Mr. ELKINS. I wish to have it referred to sume appropriate 
committee—the Committee on Relations with Cuba or the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 
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Mr. SPOONER. What is the harm of letting it lie on the ta- 
ble during the vacation? We may not have any subjects next 
winter for debate or speeches, and I should like to make a speech 
on it at some time. 

Mr. ELKINS. I will tell the Senator that I will keep this sub- 
ject warm, if that is disturbing him. I hope to have it up next 
session. I ask that the joint resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Relations with Cuba. I know that is sending it where 
] fear it will not have a warm welcome. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest to the Senator from West Virginia 
that the morning papers contain an account of a meeting held 
down there yesterday that it might be right well to insert as a 
nart of his remarks if Cuba is to become another State in the 
Union. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the account? 

Mr. BAILEY. It is an account of a meeting held there, and | 
it discloses some racial difference, such as exist in every country 
where the two races reach anything like equal numbers. It in- 
dicates to my mind a sore place in Cuba. I hope the Senator 
from West Virginia, however, with his customary impartiality, 
will preserve everything that bears upon the subject. 

Mr. ELKINS. I think it is proper for me to have the joint | 
resolution referred if for no other reason than to please the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin, so that we may keep it before the Senate. I 
intend to make some further remarks on the subject. Am I tak- 
ing the time of the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. BAILEY. Notatall. I rose to make a motion in regard 
to another matter. 

Mr. ELKINS. I noticed what the Senator referred toin the 
paper, and with the deepest sort of regret. I think the Senator 
who is willing to admit Cuba as an American State represents the | 
true interests of Cuba more than the Senator who wants to render | 
her aid as a republic at the expense of American industries. | 
Replying to the Junior Senator from Ohio, I can not find, nor can | 
he find, any obligations in the world that we ever owed to Cuba 
which we have not discharged a thousandfold. We expelled | 
Spain, established her independence, withdrew our army, and | 
paid every dollar of our and her indebtedness, and her independ- | 
ence did not cost her $5. Now, there seems some sort of hysteria | 
about obligations to Cuba has permeated the country and swept | 
over it like a cyclone, for which there was no just reason. Cuba | 
is under lasting obligations to the United States. We have dis- 
charged ours to her. 

Mr. BAILEY. Did the Senator say that nothing remained of | 
debt? 

Mr. ELKINS. I am not replying to the Senator. I thought | 
he was through. I wanted to say a word in reply to the Senator 
from Ohio. 

Mr. BAILEY. I took the floor merely to make a motion to re- 
consider another subject. 

Mr. ELKINS. I beg pardon. 

Mr. BAILEY. But while I am on the floor I will say to the 
Senator from West Virginia that we are indebted to Cuba at 
least to the extent of the money General Wood spent to conduct 
a sugar propaganda in this country which has resulted in abso- 
lutely no good. Ithink in all good conscience we ought to return 
that money to the Cuban treasury. If they had secured the pas- 
sage of the reciprocity bill, then they might have received some 
value for that expenditure, but in view of the fact that Congress 
is about to adjourn and leave that question suspended in the 
middle air, I am not willing to hear it stated that we owe Cuba | 
nothing. We at least owe her the money which was spent out of 
her treasury by an officer of this Government to conduct a propa- 
ganda to affect this Congress. But. that is by the way, Mr. | 
President. All that, of course, will be considered in due time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be | 
referred to the Committee on Relations with Cuba. 

Mr. ELKINS. May I say a word? 

“ la PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas has 
1e floor, 
_Mr. BAILEY. Of course I yield to hear the suggestion of the 
Senator from West Virginia. 
Mr. ELKINS. I wish to say that I do not sympathize with the | 





Senator's position about the expenditure of that money or regard | 
it as any reflection upon General Wood whatever. I think he | 
did it in the discharge of what he thought to be his duty and in | 
the interest of the Cuban people, and I am glad to make this 
Statement here at this time. I know General Wood to be a gal- 
lant and brave officer of the Army, incapable of doing a wrong. 
_ Mr. BACON. The Senator says he thinks General Wood did it 
in what he thought to be the discharge of his duty. What does 
the Senator think as to whether General Wood was acting in the 
discharge of his duty? 

Mr, ELKINS. I think he did the best he knew how under the 
trying circumstances that surrounded him. 
Mr. BACON. That is not the question I asked the Senator. I! 





wanted to know if the Senator would give us what is his opinion 
of General Wood’s good faith. 

Mr. ELKINS. I said I did not share 

Mr. BACON. That is all right. I wanted to know the Sena- 
tor’s opinion as to the duty of General Wood in the premises; as 
to what it was his duty to do, in the opinion of the Senator from 
West Virginia. 

Mr. ELKINS. Situated as he was, I believe he did the best he 
could, and if I had been situated as he I might have felt that I 
was authorized to spend that money, I insist that doing so does 
not refleet upon him. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam not going to take issue with the Senator 
from West Virginia as to his expression as to what he would have 
done himself. I do not believe the Senator from West Virginia 
would use the money of a people 

Mr. ELKINS. I do not say I would. 

Mr. BAILEY. He would not use the moneyof the people over 
whom he was acting with authority to conduct a propaganda to 
influence the lawmaking power of the government whose officer 
he was. It is impossible to find words strong enough to condemn 
the conduct of a man who takes the money of his own govern- 
ment even to use it in influencing the leaders of thought with the 
object of influencing through them the action of Congress. There 
is no Senator in this Chamber who believes that that is a proper 








| expenditure of any public money of our own or the public money 
| of Cuba. But, Mr. President, I rose—— 


Mr. SPOONER. I wish to suggest to the Senator that if he 
wishes to transact some business he had better let this subject go 


| as quickly as possible, because there is danger that it will lead to 
debate. 


Mr. BAILEY. Ithinkso. I know there is dynamite in it, of 
course. 

Mr. SPOONER. There will be debate about it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have no desire now to debate it, but I shall be 
very glad to participate in the debate at the proper time. I rose, 
Mr. President, to move to reconsider the vote by which a confer- 
ence report was adopted. 

Mr. BACON. This question is disposed of? 

Mr. BAILEY. It has been referred, I understand. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Has it been referred? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution has been 


| referred to the Committee on Relations with Cuba. 


AGREEMENT WITH CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW INDIANS, 


Mr. BAILEY. On Friday there was a conference report on 


| House bill 13172 adopted, and adopted in my absence. It is fair 


to say, and it is a little embarrassing, too, that this is the second 
motion to reconsider this report that I have felt compelled to en- 
ter. Iwas away on Friday and Saturday under treatment for my 
throat, and I had gone with the understanding that an agreement 


| had been reached about the matter that would be satisfactory. 


Mr. STEWART. With regard to the matter which was dis- 
cussed here, the committee attempted to make it correspond with 


| the then understanding, but the Senator from Texas was not 


where we could consult him. Besides, there are two other little 


| matters to which the Attorney-General called my attention in 


that bill. They are small matters, and,if I can get unanimous 
consent, I will introduce a joint resolution, and I think that will 
answer the purposes of the Senator, so that he will withdraw his 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. BAILEY. That on this particular point is satisfactory, 
and I withdraw the motion to reconsider, if we can have unan- 
imous consent for the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have been unable to hear this 


| colloquy. I do not know exactly what the motion is. 


Mr. STEWART. Iask unanimous consent to havea joint res- 


| olution passed to correct some small matters in the Choctaw and 


Chickasaw treaty. Let it be read, and then we can judge of it. 
The joint resolution (S. R. 129) amending the act to ratify and 


| confirm an agreement with the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of 


Indians, and for other purposes, passed at the present session of 
Congress, was read the first time by its title and the second time 


| at length, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the act to ratify and confirm an agreement with the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and for other es passed 
at the present session of Congress, is hereby amended as follows: : 

The clause “after this agreement becomes effective,” in section 31 of said 
act, shall read ‘after the passage of this act by Congress.” ; 

That the clause ‘this agreement is finally ratified,” in section 32 of said 
act, shall read “after the passage of this act by Congress” 

That the proviso to section 54 of this act shall read as follows: _ 7 

“* Provided, That occupants or purchasers of lots in town sites in said Choe- 
taw and Chickasaw nations upon which no improvements shall have been 
made within six months after the passage of this act by Congress shall pay 
the full appraised value of said lots instead of the percentage named in the 
Atoka agreement.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 
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There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. BAILEY. It is the latter part that Iam interested in. I 
suggest to the Senator from Nevada that the word *‘ owners ’”’ be 
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substituted for the word ‘‘ purchasers’’ there, because ‘‘ pur- | 


chasers *’ would result in some confusion. 

Mr. STEWART. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair), With- 
out objection the joint resolution will be modified by striking 
out the word ‘‘ purchasers’ and inserting ‘‘ owners.”’ 

Mr. BAILEY. That is the part I am interested in, and with 
that I am entirely satisfied. 

Mr. STEWART. The other is to meet a criticism made by the 
Assistant Attorney-General, and I think it is very proper. 

Mr. BAILEY. It was offered at his suggestion? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAILEY. Very well. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment,.ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN WILLIAMSON. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent of the 
Senate to take up the bill (H. R. 14234) granting a pension to 
John Williamson. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John Wil- 
liamson, late of Company G, Seventh Regiment United States 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REAR-ADMIRAL WINFIELD SCOTT SCHLEY. 


Mr. McCOMAS. Iask for the present consideration of the bill 
(S. 2035) to pay to Rear-Admiral Winfield Scott Schley, on the 


Let it be so amended. | 
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The resolution was referred tothe Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia, who suggest certain amendments, some of which seem to the committee 
mere verbiage, while the limitations proposed by the Commissioners seem to 
be unnecessary. 

The Commissioners’ report is as follows: 

OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, May 8, 1902, 


DEAR Srr: The Commissioners have the honor to recommend that Senate 
resolution No. 81, ** To enlarge the use of electric conduits in the District of 
Columbia,’ which was referred to them at your instance for their examing- 
tion and report, be enacted if amended as follows: 

Line 4, after the word “authorized,” insert the words “in their discretion.” 

a 8, after the word “‘current,” insert the words “for lighting purposes 
only.” 

Line 11, add the following at the end of the line: 

‘Provided, That it shall be unlawful for any person, company, or corpora- 
tion to furnish electric current from any dynamo or generator supplying the 
power of any railway system, or from any electric railway system, to any 


| building or premises in the District of Columbia for power, lighting. or other 
| purposes, except in the power houses, car barns, or premises owned and op- 


| erated by electric railway companies. 


For any violation of this provision 


| the offending person, company, or corporation shall be fined $25 a day for 


each day said violation shall continue, said fine to be recovered in the police 
court of the District of Columbia in the name of said District.” 
A copy of the bill modified as herein suggested is herewith returned. 


Very respectfully, 
HENRY B. F. MACFARLAND, 
President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 
Hon. JAMES McMILLAN, 
Chairman Committee on District of Columbia, United States Senate. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


SALE OF VIRUSES, ETC., IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill (S. 6196) to regulate the sale of viruses, serums, toxins, and 
analogous products in the District of Columbia, to regulate in- 


| terstate traffic in said articles, and for other purposes. 


retired list, the pay and allowance of rear-admiral on the active | 
| after the word ‘‘ service,’’ to strike out the words “ the Chief of 


list. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs reported an amendment to 
strike out the preamble, which was agreed to. 

SUSAN A. PHELPS. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 10321) granting an increase of 
pension to Susan A. Phelps. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Susan 
A. Phelps, widow of Ithamar D. Phelps, late captain Company 
K. Seventy-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to 


pay her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now re- | 


ceiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELECTRIC CONDUITS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. PRITCHARD. Iask for the present consideration of the 
joint resolution (S. R. 81) to enlarge the use of electric conduits 
in the District of Columbia. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and by unanimous 
consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
its consideration. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is that a report from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Itis. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
joint resolution is reported from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read; it is very short. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report, I think, explains the whole 
thing. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. McMILLAN 
on the 13th instant, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the joint 
resolution (S. R. 81) to enlarge the use of electric conduits in the District of 
Columbia, report it back to the Senate without amendment and recommend 
its passage 

he resolution proposes that the conduits now being used for street rail- 


panies on such termsas may beagreed among the companiesinterested. The 
result of the legislation will be to save many of the streets in the District of 
Columbia from being torn up, and the tendency will be to reduce the costof 
electric lighting. There is no reason why the conduits should not be used, 
but, on the contrary, there is every reason why existing facilities should be 
utilized to the utmost capacity. 


The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration, 
Mr. GALLINGER. In section 4, on page 3, line 12, i move to 
insert, after the word ‘‘ Navy,’’ the word ** and,’’ and in line 13, 


the Bureau of Animal Industry of the Department of Agricul- 
ture, and the health officer of the District of Columbia be;’’ so 
as to read: 

That the Surgeon-General of the Army, the Surgeon-General of the Navy 
and the Supervising Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service be, and 
they are hereby, constituted a board with authority, subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, to promulgate from time to time such 
rules as may be necessary in the judgment of said board to govern the issue, 
suspension, and revocation of licenses for the maintenance of establishments 
for the propagation and preparation of viruses, serums, toxins, antitoxins 
and analogous products, applicable to the prevention and cure of diseases of 
man, intended for sale in the District of Columbia, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its chief clerk, announced that the House had passed 
resolutions commemorative of the life and services of Hon. AmosJ, 
Cummings, late a Representative from the State of New York. 

The message also announced that the House had passed resolu- 
tions commemorative of the life and services of Hon. Peter J. 
Otey, late a Representative from the State of Virginia. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 2487) granting an increase of pension to William 
S. Hosack; 

A bill (H. R. 8644) granting a pension to John W. Thomas; 

A bill (H. R. 9501) to provide for the sale of the unsold portion 
of the Umatilla Indian Reservation; 

A bill (H. R. 10775) for the relief of Charles E. Sapp: 

A bill (H. R. 10824) granting an increase of pension to George 


| E. Bump; 


A bill (H. R. 11273) to pay F. Y. Ramsay, heir at law and dis- 
tributee of the late Joseph Ramsay, $430.42, for balance due the 
said Joseph Ramsay as collector of customs and superintendent 
of lights in the district of Plymouth, N. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 12026) granting an increase of pension to Baley 


| W. Small; 


Way purposes may also be used to carry the wires of the electric lighting com- | 





A bill (H. R. 14019) making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 15003) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
by the New York, Chicago and St. Louis Railroad Company and 









the Chicago and Erie Railroad Company across the Calumet 
River at or near the city of Hammond, Ind., at a point about 
1,200 feet east of the Indiana and Illinois State line and about 100 
feet east of the location of the present bridge of the New York, 
Chicago and St. Louis Railroad Company across said river; also 
to authorize the construction of a bridge by the Chicago and 
State Line Railroad Company across said river at a point where 


said company’s railroad crosses said river in Hyde Park Town- | 


ship, Chicago, Ill., being at the location of the present bridge of | 


said company across said river in said township. 
HENRY O. BASSETT, 


Mr. TALIAFERRO. I ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 5950) for the relief of Henry O. Bassett, 
heir of Henry Opeman Bassett, deceased. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. It is very short. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. TALIAFERRO on 
the 16th instant, as follows: 


i 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5950) for the | 


relief of Henry O. Bassett, heir of Henry Opeman Bassett, beg leave to report 
as follows: 

This is a claim for a balance of $142.59 for services from Henry Opeman 
Bassett, as mail contractor during the early part of 1861. The facts and cir- 
cumstances are set = in aletter to Senator 8. R. MALLORY from the Auditor 
of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department under date of June 5, 1901, 
the body of the letter being as follows: 

“Inreply to your letter of May 16,1901, addressed to the Postmaster-General 
and by him referred to this office relative to the claim of the heirs of Henry 
Opeman Bassett, ante bellum mail contractor in Florida,I have the honor toin- 
form you that the records of this office show that Mr. Bassett was contractor 
on route 6564, Mariana to Bainbridge, from July 1, 1859, at $1,300 per annum; 
that he was paid in full to December 31, 1860, and that a balance of $142.59 
stands to his credit for service for the quarter ending March 31, 1861, the 
date to which service has been certified. Many of his class of claims were 
paid by the Confederate States government, but the Confederate records 

mutilated) now in the custody of this office do not show, so far as they go, 
that any payment was made to Mr. Bassett for service under his contract 
with the United States. 

“The only way in which this class of claims can be paid is by special ap- 
propriation by Congress for that purpose in each case.’ 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. SPOONER. I inquire of the Senator from Florida if this 
is simply a provision for the payment of asum which has been 
found to be due? 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. That is all. 

Mr. SPOONER. This is not a new departure, I will ask the 
Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

F. ©, BOUCHER. 


Mr. GAMBLE. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2991) for the relief of F. C. Boucher. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amendment, in 
line 5, after the words ‘‘sum of,’’ to strike out ‘‘ $1,000” and in- 
sert ‘* $550.49; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to pay to F. C. Boucher, of Rosebud Agency, 8. Dak., the sum of 
$550.49 for services rendered and supplies furnished during the year 1877 at the 
request and under the direction of Gen. George Crook, in conducting an ex- 


pedition from Fort Sheridan for the purpose of returning to their reservations 
certain hostile Indians under the lead of the Indian chief Crazy Horse and 


others. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report in that case? 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to ask the Senator from South Dakota 
whether this is the first appearance of this bill in Congress? 

Mr. GAMBLE. This is the first appearance of this bill in Con- 
gress, although the claim has been pending before the Depart- 
ments all of these years. 

Mr. SPOONER. And rejected? 

_Mr.GAMBLE, No, sir; it was first submitted to the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, and part of it was allowed. 

Mr. SPOONER. And paid? 

Mr.GAMBLE. No. Then there was a question raised as to 
whether it was a claim that pertained to the Indian Office or to 
the War Department, and it was withdrawn from the Indian 
Office and referred to the War Department. It was not paid 
there because it was claimed that there was no fund from which 
to pay it. There is no question but what the claimant rendered 
the services and expended tne amount herein named in going out 
— bringing in hostile Indians under the direction of General 

POOR, 


Mr. SPOONER. 


cla; Is there any evidence or proof sustaining the 
alm? 
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Mr. GAMBLE. There is a full report made by the Committee 


on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. SPOONER. And also giving the items of expenditure? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes, sir; and the claim is certified to by a 
large number of people who have knowledge of it. As I have 
said, one-half of the amount and over was allowed by the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER. And the other half would have been allowed 
but for the question of jurisdiction? 

Mr.GAMBLE. Yes; but for the question of jurisdiction. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I inquired if there was a report in this case. 
I call for the reading of the report. Itis not avery long one, is it? 

Mr.GAMBLE. Yes; it is quite a long report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report from the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs? I have not the report with my files here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed there is 
a report. 

Mr.GAMBLE. Yes; there is a full report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the letter of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs contained in the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 25, 1902. 

Sr1r: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by Department refer- 
ence for report, of a communication dated January 23, 1902, from Hon. W. M. 
Stewart, chairman of the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, inclosing a 
copy of a bill (S. 2991) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to F.C. 
Boucher, of Rosebud Agency, 8. Dak., the sum of $1,000 “for services ren- 
dered and supplies furnished during the year 1877, at the request and under 

1e direction of Gen. George Crook, in conducting an expedition from Fort 
Sheridan for the purpose of returning to their reservations certain hostile 
Indians under the lead of the Indian Chief Crazy Horse and others.” 

Accompanying Senator Stewart's communication are the affidavits of the 
claimant and Dr. V. T. McGillicuddy, Stephen F. Estes, C. P. Jordan, and 
W.C. Courtes, in support of the claim; certain communications from J. S. 
Lothrop, esq., attorney at law, Sioux City, lowa, and the original of a letter 
dated January 18, 1899, addressed by this office to Hon. D. B. Henderson, 
House of Representatives. 

It appears from said office letter to Mr. HENDERSON that on April 12, 1879, 
“a claim of F. C. Boucher for services ($250) and supplies ($279.66) furnished 
for the expedition (as stated by Mr. Lothrop)” was forwarded by this office 
to the accounting officers of the Treasury, with the recommendation that the 
sum of $279.66 be allowed and that this claim of $250 for services as interpre- 
ter from February 10 to April 15, 1877, be suspended. 

Subsequently, under the belief that this was not a legitimate claim against 
the Indian Department, but should have been presented to the War Depart- 
ment for adjudication, this office, on June 26, 1879, requested the Second 
Comptroller of the Treasury to cancel the settlement and return the claim 
to this office. 

On July 19, 1879, replying to the Comptroller’s letter of June 28, 1879, this 
office stated that it had no reason to regard the claim as either improper or 
fraudulent, such as to invalidate it asa charge against the United States. but 
that as the expedition was purely a military one, with which the office had 
nothing to do, it should not be charged with the duty of passing upon the claim. 

Some of the papers transmitted with Senator STEWART’sS communication 
bear the stamp and file mark of the Adjutant-General’s Office, War Depart- 
ment. From that it is supposed that the War Department may have acted 
on the claim. 

The communication from Senator STEWART and its inclosures are here- 
with returned with a copy of this report. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
W. A. JONES, Commissioner. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I see this statement in the 
letter of the Acting Secretary of War addressed to the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISon]: 

This man Boucher is not entitled to pay as interpreter, nor is he entitled 
to pay for the use of the animals and the articles he claims to have furnished. 

he animals and the articles referred to were not furnished by my orders, 
as claimed. ; 

Boucher volunteered his services as interpreter, and was allowed to accom- 
pany Spotted Tail—— 


Mr. COCKRELL. I must insist, in view of what the Senator 
from Wisconsin has read, that the entire report be read. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not want to be left in mid-air, Mr. Presi- 
dent, in the Recorp, I want to finish the sentence. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The letter of the Acting Secretary of War 
continues: 
with the express understanding that he was not to receive pay for his 
services. 

x * * a * * . 
I recommend that neither of these claims be paid. 


This is the report of Capt. George M. Randall, of the Twenty- 
third Infantry, to the War Department. 

Mr. GAMBLE. If the report of the committee is to be read, 
I will call the attention of the Senator to the early part of it. I 
think it is abundantly sustained by the evidence that this man 
did actually render these services and at great peril of his life. 
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He went out with a body of men. at the instance of the agent | The purpose of this bill is tc reimburse the claimant for services rendered 
8 in the year 1877, and for disbursements, food, and forage furnished in an ex- 


himself, with his teams, his prc yperty, and his subsistence, pedition conducted by him, as claimant claims, at the request of Gen. George 
and the bill simply provides payment for his time and the amount | Crook, in charge of an expedition sent out from Fort Sheridan €or the pur- 
of money he had expended. If the early part of the report can | pose of inducing the return to their reservation of a number of hostile In- 
be read, I think it will fully explain the matter. I believe the | eee Tn erect are lack Hills inthe thes Territory of Dew on 
claim is ameritorious one. The distinguished Senator from Iowa | to bring to the reservation the Indians who were thus engaged in hostilities 
[Mr. ALLISON] had it before the Department andI think also the | with the United States under the lead of an Indian chief, Crazy Horse, who 
Speaker of the House of Representatives was at that time near the Canadian border. ‘ 
ej oo ad a na pres ae “ There is no dispute that the services were rendered and the disbursements 
Mr. SPOONER. The thing that surprises me a little about | made by the claimant, and the expedition conducted by him resulted in very 
this claim is that it is stated here that these supplies were fur- | great service to the Government in quieting the Gisturbances and leading to 
nished and the services rendered at the request of Gen. George apes ans Seay eee ee eee eee — ae 
Crook, and there is no evidence from General Crook to sustain | payment, and the item for supplies, food, and forage furnished to the expe- 


the claim and to verify the truth of these statements. Ordinarily | dition ye Sp amounting ot wan sqaroves by the Department and 
shen ; Raa Eire Clamars ennai : eats an | Payment ordered. is claim for services of two months an ve days ren- 
when an officer like General Crook, who is a very careful man, | gered the Government of $270.83 was sus mnded for the reason that no sufti. 
requests services of this kind and a man parts with his property | cient evidence had been submitted justifying its allowance, although the 


for the benefit of the Government, he is furnished with some evi- — weanes eons ay se avy the subject of the claim did 
athe nage Shin a ere : epee deg 1e Interior Department y held that the subject of the claim did not 
dence upon which he may show that he is entitled to remunera come within their jurisdiction, and, as it appeared to have been conducted 


tion. I do not want to do any injustice to this claimant. under military ord@rs, it should be referred to the War Department for con- 
Mr. GAMBLE. I believe the claim is entirely just and rea- sideration. Tho War a as is and a — a there 
i" re aha thn Sn . ° ,. | Was no fund, even in case of allowance, from which it cou paid. 
sonable. I call the attention of the Senator to page 2 of the re- | ""From the evidence submitted in support of the claim it appears to tho 
port, where it is stated: committee that the services which the claimant rendered were most valuable 
Ww ras j inf, yy a acti : to the Government: that he acted in good faith; that he gave his time. at 
és J. W. Lee, who was — of infantry and acting Indian agent for the | creat peril to himself, his property, and his companions, and that a reason- 
Spotted Tail Brulé Sioux for 1877 and 18/8, speaking of this claim, states as | ghie compensation should be allowed him for this. It also appears to the 





































































follows: | committee that the absolute disbursements which he incurred and paid ought 

“Mr. Boucher rendered the services as stated. I wasagent of the Spotted | in fairness and equity, to be allowed him. pn etent, 
Tail Indians at the time, and I have repeatedly recommended that he be paid The amount recommended for payment by your committee is the amount 
for his services and suppliesfurnished. He went out on the perilous journey | of these two items, $550.49. The committee hardly believes under the facts 





at the request and by the order of General Crook and did much to induce | gypmitted that the additional compensation asked by the claimant should be 
the Indians to come in and surrender. I regret that he has never been com- | ajiowed. 


pensated, and hope justice, so long delayed, may yet be done.” J. W. Lee, who was major of infantry and acting a agent for the 
. 4 Spotted Tail Brule Sioux for 1877 and 1878, speaking of this claim, states ; 

As I understand, Major Lee was succeeded by Dr. McGilly- Satlows: ; a r 

cuddy, one of the most efficient and honorable Indian agents who ‘Mr. Boucher rendered the services as stated. Iwas agent of the Spotted 


seein oeettiedinaliie’ ‘ oe . Reaeil . . Tail Indians at the time, and I have repeatedly recommended that he be paid 
ever occupied the position. He examined the claim, and there | £5) nis services and supplies furnished. He went outon the perilous journey 


is an affidavit from him justifying the claim. at the request and by the order of General Crook and did much to induce 


Mr. SPOONER. His affidavit must have been based op | the Indians to come inand surrender. I regret that he has never been com- 
hearsav —- and hope justice, a Solaged, Ey] - 7 enn 

“age ™ . ne foregoing was written from Manila, P. I., October 13, : 

Mr. GAMBLE. Whether Dr. McGillycuddy was there at the The War Department, through Capt. George M. Randall, of the Twenty- 


time or not I do not know; but I know from the record as pro- os maieiey. = report ———— = ae. eee the expedition 
sll ciliata : “eC? inant s+. | conducted by Boucher was under his orders, a is services were 
duced—the record is very voluminous—that the services were actu- | Vojuntary,and upon his recommendation it appears the claim was rejected. 


ally rendered. There was practically a condition of war prevail- | Notwithstanding the position taken by the War Department, it seems clear 
ing there; the hostile Indians were out, and this man, who was | from the evidence submitted that the services were rendered, that they 


most competent and efficient, went out at the peril of his life on | icF°,valuable to the Goverument, that the expenses were borne, by thi 


an expedition, succeeded in restoring the Indians who were hos- | ought to be allowed and paid. The claimant is sustained in his claim by 
tile and committing depredations to the agency, where they were pend — 73 — him Se knowledge concerning the 
Slitery ec € ; 7 ransaction and orf his charac and sta . 

put under military control, and quiet was restored and the loss of | “rhe committee submits as a part of its report the communications from 

life prevented. : : the Interior Department, as well as from the War Department; also affidavits 
Mr. SPOONER. This report shows that the claim was pre- | ™ support of the claim. 

sented by Attorneys Britton & Gray, of this city. It was thor- 

oughly investigated, for and against, and the Department, through DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Copsee'es my AFFAIRS, 

the Acting Secretary of War, reported against the claim. ee nee eee oe Seen 

3 Aa tT asta é . tn * 13 a Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by Department refer- 

Mr.GAMBLE. AsIsaidin my opening remarks, I dislike very | 400 for report, of a communication dated January 23, 1902, from Hon. W. M. 

much to occupy the attention of the Senate so much on a matter | Stewart, chairman of the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, inclosing a 

of this kind, but I will state, however, that the claim was for- | copy of a bill (S. 2991) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to F.C. 


, x i<cione o¢ a ih . | Boucher, of Rosebud Agency, 8S. Dak., the sum of $1,000, “for services ren- 
warded to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and that it was | gered and supplies furnished during the year 1877, at the request and under 
approved by him. the direction of Gen. George Crook, in conducting an expedition from Fort 

Mr. SPOONER. Part of it. Sheridan for the purpose of returning to their reservations certain hostile 

Toa of the Indian chief Crazy Horse and others.” 


Y . is Indians under the 
Mr. GAMBLE. Partofit. Then it was thought that the War | "accompanying Senator STEWART'S communication are the affidavits of 


Department should have control of it; when it was withdrawn | the claimant and Dr. V. T. McGillicuddy, Stephen F. Estes, C. P. Jordan, and 
from the Indian Office and referred to the War Department. o. — . Courtes, - oe < a se eee Sem oe 
Ar. OD, 7h Tomtet = * 4othrop, esq., attorney a , Siou , owa, etter 
Mr. SPOONER. Certainly; and reported against. dated January 18, 1899, addressed by this office to Hon, D. B. HENDERSON, 


Mr. GAMBLE. The evidence of Captain Randall is the only | House of Representatives. 


evidence that appears in the record to the effect that Mr. Boucher EL agpenss Foes call ottes letter to aa, a ee ee Ea = 
Te it < ndere > service Vi ilv Ste 4 ‘“‘a claim of F. C. Boucher for services and supplies ($279. rnishe 
went out and rendered the service voluntarily. The affidavits in | ¢5)‘the expedition (as stated by Mr. Lothrop)” was forwarded by this office 
the report, it seems to me, sustain clearly the fact that Mr. Bou- | to the accounting officers of the Treasury, with the recommendation that the 
cher went out, or supposed he went out, under the direction of —_ —_— ee 3 om — claim Sree interpreter 
Ramet’ ' li : : : rom February 10 to April 15, 1877, be suspended. a : ; 

General Crook, and rendered these services. There is no denial Subsequently, under the belief that this was not a legitimate claim against 
but what the services were rendered, that they were necessary, | the Indian Department, but should have been presented to the War Depart- 
that they were efficient, that the claim is entirely just, and that | ment for adjudication, this office, on June 26, 1879, requested the Second 
there is nothing whatever fictitious in regard to it ; coneeenaees of the Treasury to cancel the settlement and return fhe claim 
cond ; 2 : a ~ “ to this office. , . : 
The bill was referred in the Committee on Indian Affairs to a On July 19, 1879, replying to the Comptroller's letter of June 28, 1879, this 
subcommittee, who carefully examined it and then reported it to | office stated that it had no reason to regard the claim as either improper 0! 
' fraudulent, such as to invalidate itasa charge against the United States, 


the full committee. > <7 : we 

. Ay EY ° but that as the expedition was purely a military one, with which the offic 
_ Mr. SPOONER. But all the committee could do was to exam- | had nothing to doit should ot be charged with the duty of passing upon 
ine these affidavits. the claim. 


‘ > Ss 5 i ith § T’s communication 
Mr. GAMBLE. And the full record of all the papers connected | 1, ore tne eee ee A ee oats Office, War Depart: 


' with the claim. I believe the claim is entirely just, otherwise I | ment. From that it is supposed that the War Department may have acted 


) certainly would not ask to have it allowed. on The _—- ation from Senator STewARrt and its inclosures are here- 
* COCK 2 . re oj eco nicatic ‘om § or STE an S “108 . 
Mr. COC KRELL. Let the report be read, Mr. President. with returned with a copy of this report. 
The PRESIDIN G OFFICER. The report will be read. Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. GAMBLE on the W. A. JONES, Commissioner. 
7th instant, as follows; : The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

Washington, February 27, 190-. 
Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by your reference of the 
23d ultimo, of Senate bill 2991, “A bill for the relief of F, C. Boucher,” «n 
accompanying papers. 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2991) 
for the relief of F. C. Boucher, have had the same under consideration and 
report as follows and recommend that the same do pass with the following | 
amendment. 

_ In line 5,0n page 1, strike out the words “one thousand dollars’ and insert | 
in lieu thereof **$550.49,”" 














This bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to F.C. Boucher, of the 
Rosebud Agency, S. Dak., $1,000 for services rendered and a furnished 


during 1877, at the request and under the direction of Gen. George Crook,in 
conducting an expedition from Fort Sheridan for the purpose of returning 
to their reservations certain hostile Indians under the lead of the Indian 
chief Crazy Horse and others. | , 

In response I herewith transmit a copy of a report of the 25th instant from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in which it is held that the claim is 
purely a military one, and that his office should not be charged with the 
duty of passing upomit. — . : 

The papers accompanying the bill are herewith returned. 


Very respect y; 
E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
United States Senate. 


[Senate bill No. 2991.] - 
UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, March 2, 1902. 


Respectfully referred to the honorable Secretary of War, with a request 
for a report thereon for the information of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Respectfully, 
WM. M. STEWART, 
Chairman, United States Senate. 


[Second indorsement. ] 


WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, March 8, 1902. 
Respectfully returned to the Secretary of War, with the previous papers 
in this case, inviting attention to the first indorsement thereon, and to press 
copy of War Department letter to Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, United States 
Senate, of May 2, 1900 (with additional B), from which it appears that this 
claim has been heretofore rejected by the ene that no new facts 
have developed warranting a reversal of this decision of the Department, 
and that even were the claim regarded as valid, no appropriation exists 
under direction of the Department from which payment could be made, and 
further, that Mr. Lathrop, the attorney, has been informed to the above 
effect in response to direct presentation of the case. 
THOMAS WARD, 
Acting Adjutant-General. 
[Third indorsement. ] 


WAR DEPARTMENT, March 19, 1902. 


Respectfully returned to the chairman Committee on Indian Affairs, 
United States Senate, inviting attention to the foregoing report of the Act- 
ing Adjutant-General of the Army, and accompanying copy of War Depart- 
ment letter therein referred to. 

The papers which accompanied this letter are returned herewith. 

WM. CARY SANGER, 
Assistant Secretary of War. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 2, 1900. 


Six: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter of 14th ultimo, 
inclosing communication from J. 8. Lathrop, esq., of Sioux City, Iowa, rela- 
tive to the claim of F. C. Boucher, amounting to $2,060.49, for services ren- 
dered and supplies furnished the Government in 1877 in connection with 
Indian troubles in the Black Hills, in Dakota Territory. 

In reply, I beg to advise you that on December 12, 1879, Mr. Boucher pre- 
sented to the Bepartenent a claim, similar in character, in the sum of 
$529.66, through his attorneys, Messrs. Britton & Gray, of this city, who filed 
with said claim a duly executed power of attorney. The matter was care- 
fully investigated by the military authorities, and on April 8, 1880, the attor- 
neys of record were advised that Capt. George M. Randall, Twenty-third 
Infantry, reported to the Department as follows: 

“This man Boucher is not entitled to pay as interpreter, nor is he entitled 
to pay for the use of the animals and the articles he claims to have furnished. 

“The animals and the articles referred to were not furnished by my 
orders as claimed. 

“Boucher volunteered his services as interpreter, and was allowed to 
accompany Spotted Tail with the express understanding that he was not to 
receive pay for his services. 

* * ae *« * * * 

“Trecommend that neither of these claims be paid.” 

In conclusion the attorneys were advised that the Secretary of War con- 
curred in = FOCRRS SNE of Captain Randall, and the claim was accord- 
ingly rejected, 

Referring to the papers recently filed by Mr. Lathrop in connection with 
this case it is proper to add that no new facts hhve been developed warrant- 
ing a reversal of the Department's decision as above indicated. It may fur- 
ther be stated, in this connection, that even were the claim regarded by the 
Department as valid no appropriation exists under its direction from which 
payment could be made. : 

Fy rv your further information I have to state that Mr. Lathrop has to-day 
been informed by the De ment to the above effect in response to his 


direct presentation of the claim. 
Very respectfully, G. D. MEIKLEJOHN, 
Acting Secretary of War. 
Hon, WM. B. ALLISON, 
United States Senate, 


Sioux Crry, Iowa, July 6, 1899. 


DEAR SIR: My old friend, F. C. Boucher, now a resident upon Rosebud 
Indian Reservation, has appealed to me toassist him in the matter of a claim 
W hich he believes he has against the Government, and he also believes that 
roa have some knowledge of the facts constituting the basis of his claim; 
that you not ay can but will be willing to help him. His statement is that 
‘t F cbruary, 1877, he was employed by General Crook, then in command of 
the copartment embracing the reservations in the north and northwest, to 
&0 with Chief Spotted Tail and a squad of Indians up into the territory north 
and northwest of the Black Hills and induce the Indians there out on ma- 
raucing expeditions and those engaged in hostilities to the United States to 
return to their reservations. 
cl] Mr. Boucher says that he was the one in charge of the expedition and 
a ged with the responsibility of it. That Spotted Tail, who was his rela- 

. Y . 'y narriage, went along as an associate and asa guaranty of good faith, 
- the other Indians as an escort, about 40 or 50 in thecompany. That they 
. and the old man Crazy Horse, Lame Deer, and other chiefs with a mixed 
Poy. oUx Indians on the Little Missouri and at the confluence of the Little 
a der with the Big Powder River, and induced over 80 lodges of them to 

‘urn to their reservations, a few under Lame Deer and one other chief re- 
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fusing. That he sent messengers from there to the young man, Chief Crazy 
Horse, then with a band of hostiles some 200 miles to the north and west, with 
the effect that the latter chief also returned to the Red Cloud Agency in May, 
1877. He says that he left the Spotted Tail Agency to go upon this expedition 
about the 11th of February, 1877, and returned about the sth of April. That 
he furnished all the supplies and provisions for his company, for which he 
was to be paid, but left the matter of his compensation to be determined by 
the result of his mission; if not successful he was to have nothing, but if suc- 
cessful he was to be suitably compensated. 

He says that he has had nothing whatever. Nothing for his supplies fur 
nished, nor as compensation for himself. It would seem that an injustice is 
done this man, who is now old and poor, and so lame that he is compelled to 
get about only by the aid of crutches. I have no personal interest in his 
claim, and am assisting him as a matter purely of friendship, and if you 
know anything of the matter of his service that would be of advantage to 
him, or can otherwise assist him, it would not only be a favor, but be in the 
direction of doing justice to a deserving man. 

Hoping to hear from you soon, Iam, Major, 

Very respectfully, yours, 

J. M. Les, 

Major aud Adjutant-General, U. S. Army, 
Washington, D. C, 





J. 8. LOTHROP. 


MANILA, P. I., October 13, 1399 


Respectfully returned to Hon. J. 8. Lothrop, Sioux City, Iowa. Mr 
Boucher rendered the service as stated. I was agent of the Spotted Tail In- 
dians at the time, and I have repeatedly recommended that te be paid for 
his services and supplies furnished. He went out on the perilous journey at 
the request and by the order of General Crook and did much to induce the 
Indians tocome inandsurrender. Iregret that he has not been compensated, 
and hope justice, so long deferred, may yet be done. 

J. M. LEE, 
Major, Ninth Infantry. 

(Late lieutenant, Ninth Infantry,and acting Indian agent for Spotted Tail 

Brulé Sioux in 1877-78.) 


Claim for F. C. Boucher against the United States for services rendered and 
—— furnished in 1877, at the request of Gen. George Crook, upon and 
in charge of an expedition sent out from Fort Sheridan by said General 
Crook for ape yampese of inducing the return to their reservations of a 
number of Indians then engaged in marauding, stealing cattle and other 
stock, at and in the vicinity of the Black Hills, Dak., and also to bring 
in to the reservations the Indians who were reputed to have been engaged 
in hostilities with the United States, under the lead of the Indian chief or 
leader, Crazy Horse, then up near the Canada border. 


The United States to F. C. Boucher, Dr. 


April 15, 1877. To services from February 10, 1877, to April 15, 1877, 
two monthsand five days, rendered the Government 
as above stated, and shown by claimant's affidavit, 
I el a $270. 83 
To supplies, food, and forage furnished to the expedi- 
tion above mentioned, as shown by attached affi- 
RII J iiusihes docinisieienaiahaitamiei taketh okt Sioa cncheatig aie since, Snes 
Toadditional compensation to which claimant believes 
himself ‘neo f entitled, in consideration of the serv- 
ices rendered on said expedition. ...................-- 1, 500. 00 


EE ee eee 
F. C. BOUCHER, Claimant. 
STATE OF SoutTH DAKOTA, County of Gregory, ss: 


F. C. Boucher, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says that he is 
the ty claimant named above; that he is 62 years of age and resides upon 
the Rosebud Indian Reservation in the State of South Dakota, and that his 
post-office address is Mills, State of Nebraska; that in 1868 he went to reside 
upon the Rosebud or what was then known as the Spotted Tail Reservation, 
about 12 miles from Camp or Fort Sheridan, he having married an Indian 
woman, a relative of Chief Spotted Tail, and has since resided with the In- 
dians; that during the year 1876 troubles arose between certain of the Indians 
and the United States, grows out of the invasion and engeees by the 
whites of that portion of the then Indian Territory known as the Black Hills 
in the then Territory of Dakota, resulting in war which was commenced By 
the soldiers of the United States under General Reynolds attacking the camp 
of a hunting pee of Indians in the Tongue River country, said Indians being 
under the control of a young chief or leader named Crazy Horse, the son of 
the old Chief Crazy Horse of the Ogalalla tribe of the Sioux Nation. 

Thereafter said Crazy Horse moved north with his band, joined Sitting 
Bull, and was one of the leaders in command of the Indians at the Custer 
massacre in June, 1876. That after said Custer affair said Crazy Horse, ac- 
companying Sitting Bull, went off to the north, but Crazy Horse finally 
separated from Sitting Bull, and while the latter passed into Canadian ter- 
ritory, the former remained with his followers within the limits of the 
United States near the Canada border during the winter of 1876-77. Affiant 
states that the Indians composing the hostile band of Crazy Horse were 
young men, the discontents from the various bands or tribes composing the 
great Sioux Nation, who had individually and surreptitiously left their re- 
spective reservations without the consent of their respective bands or tribes, 
as such, and had thus joined themselves to the young leader, Crazy Horse, 
and others engaged in hostilities with the United States. 

That none of the prominent and controlling chiefs of the Sioux Nation, 
nor of any of the bands or tribes composing the same, had left their reserva- 
tions, or taken part in the war, or had consented to others engaging 
therein, and the several tribes of the Sioux Nation, as tribes, remained upon 
the reservations at peace with the United States. , 

That during the winter of 1876-77 other Indians, not connected with the 
hostile bands, also singly and in small squads, went away from the agencies 
of the several Sioux bands and established a camp or camps on the Little 
Missouri and Powder rivers, to the northwest of the Black Hills, at which 
places quite a number of Indians of all classes, old and young, men, women, 
and children, were encamped, and among them were some of the subreser- 
vation chiefs, viz, the old chief, Crazy Horse, father of the hostile leader, 
Crazy Horse, hereinbefore named, and who by marriage was related to the 
Ogilalas and resided with them; Touch the Cloud, of the Miniconjous; Roman 
Nose, also a Miniconjou, and others. 5 is . 

During the latter part of the winter and the early spring of 1877 Indians 
from the reservations going back and forth between the reservations and 
these camps, and hanging about the Black Hills in squads, were committing 
depredations upon the whites in and about the Black Hills, stealing and run- 
ning off cattle and other stock. 
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Affiant states that about the Ist of February, 1877, he was called to Fort 
Sheridan by Gen. George Crook, who commanded in the department which 
included the Indian reservations of Dakota, and who was then at Fort Sheri- 
dan,and was asked by General Crook if he, affiant, could induce the ma- 
rauding Indians, then away from their agencies, the hostiles and the maraud- 
ers, to return to their respective agencies; that affiant replied that he 
believed he could do so if the soldiers were not permitted to accompany him, 
or to interfere in any way, and affiant proposed to General Crook to under- 
take the mission, with the understanding that he was to have such company 
of friendly Indians as he required, and to be paid for such expense as he 
might incur in furnishing supplies of food and forage for the expedition, and 
to be liberally paid for his services if he should succced, but to have no pay 
for services in case he failed of substantial result. 

Affiant states that asa result of the conference General Crook agreed to 
tiie conditions named and directed affiant to proceed upon the mission at 
once; that thereupon affiant selected about forty Indians of the Brule and 
Miniconjou Sioux to go with him, and accompanied by his relative in law, 
Chief Spotted Tail, the expedition left Fort Sheridan forthe Northwest Feb- 
ruary |i, 1877, to carry out the wishes of General Crook. 

Affiant states that the expedition was in his charge and under his control 
and direction, and the responsibility of it rested solely upon him; that Chief 
Spotted Tail was present as a guaranty of good faith, and to assist in the 
work affiant had undertaken. 

The expedition traveled atthe rate of about 10 or 12 miles per day, and 
reached Bear Butte, to the northeast of the Black Hills, about 150 miles dis- 
tant from Fort Sheridan, about the 25th of February: that there were at that 
time quite a number of Indians scattered about in the vicinity of the Hills, 
engaged in stealing and running off cattle and other stock, the property of 
the whites, and the expedition stopped at Bear Butte several days to gather 
> these marauders. These Indians were from all over—from Red Cloud, 
Cheyenne River, Brules, Miniconjous, and others—and they were told that 
they must stop that business; that the expedition stayed at Bear Butte until 
we had gathered up all that we could of these parties, and then, going on, 
took them with us to keep them out of mischief. 

Affiant states that, leaving Bear Butte, we went on to the Little Missouri 
River, where we found Chiefs Touch the Cloud and Roman Nose encamped 
with from about fifteen to twenty lodges, families of men, women, and 
children; that at that - *e they remained about two days, and after ex- 
plaining our mission all the Indians there agreed to return to the Spotted 
Tail Agency with affiant. 

That affiant then took his company on to the confluence of the Little Pow- 
der and the Powder rivers, where was encamped from about sixty-five to 
seventy lodges of Indians, men, old and young, women and children, and 
with them were Chief Lame Deer, and the Indian speaker or agitator named 
White Bull, and the old chief, Crazy Horse. 

The Indians at this place, as also those with Touch the Cloud and Roman 
Nose on the Little Missouri, were a mixed lot from several of the reservations 
of the Sioux tribe, and most of them, including the old chief, Crazy Horse, 
readily agreed to return with affiant to the Spotted Tail Agency, but trouble 
was had with Lame Deer and White Bull, who, after three or four days’ par- 
ley, finally refused to return to the agency, and with about five or six lodges 
went off to the Northwest, the remainder of which, including those at the 
Little Missouri River—there were 80 lodges—agreed to accompany affiant 
back to the agency. 

Affiant states that on his arrival at the camp on the Rowder River, he sent 
a message by two Indians to the young chief, Crazy Horse, who was reputed 
to have been in hostilities with the United States and who was then staying 
at a place called Chalk Bluff in Northern Mountain, near the Canadian bor- 
der, about 250 miles distant from the Powder River camp, explaining the 
matter, stating the desire of the Government to close the itatbenees and 
requesting him to bring his followers to the agency at Red Cloud, and he 


states that the old chief, Crazy Horse, whom he found at the Powder River | 


camp, was then about 60 years of age, had no band or followers under his 
charge or control, but was simply staying with the others at the camp, and 
from the first rendered valuable assistance in arranging for the return of 
those with him. 

That after or about the time of the departure of Lame Deer and Wkite 
Bull, with their few followers, for the Northwest, as before stated, affiant, 
with those remaining, about sixty to sixty-five lodges, started on their way 
back to the Spotted Tail Agency, picking up, on the way, the lodges with 
Touch the Cloud on the Little Missouri River, and going,as we came, by way 
of Bear Butte and passing down to the east of the Black Hills. That about 
20 miles from and before reaching Bear Butte a severe snowstorm came on 
which compelled a halt of the company for several days until the weather 
should so settle that they could travel, but affiant, with Chief Spotted Tail, 
went on to the agency in advance, traveling day and night, and after reach- 
ing the agency sent back to the company provisions and feed, of which they 
were in need, the whole company finally arriving at the Spotted Tail Agency 
about the 15th of April, 1877. That about that time affiant received word by 
courier from the young man, Crazy Horse, at Chalk Bluff, that he would 
start at once on his return, which he did, and arrived at the Red Cloud 
Agency, with about 1,500 of his followers, about the 6th day of May, 1877. 

Affiant states that the work to which he had been appointed upon this ex- 
pedition was not only a very delicate one, requiring the exercise of the ut- 
most care, tact, and watchfulness, coupled with a thorough knowledge of the 
Indian character and of the conditions then present as influences to be en- 
countered, but was full of peril as well. 

The Indians were then greatly disturbed over what they considered an 
unwarrantable and wrongful seizure of a large, important, and attractive 
portion of their territory by the whites, and a fnougts the Government had 
recently concluded a treaty with the various bands of the Sioux Nation, ced- 
ing the Black Hills country to the United States, that fact was not known to 
those away from the agencies, and by them the whites were regarded as 
forceful trespassers upon their rightful domain, and their cattle and other 
stock there the proper subject of plunder. 

It was not known how the information that the tribal chiefs had ceded 
their land to the Government would be received by those to whom affiant 
was to carry such intelligence, and these matters, together with the bad 
feeling existing among the whites in and about the Black Hills, exasperated 
by the loss of large herds of their cattle and horses taken by the Indians, a 
feeling which threatened an attempt at reprisal whenever the opportunity 
might offer, rendered the undertaking of affiant one of peculiar difficulty 
and hazard. 

Claimant states further that the success of the enterprise was of unques- 
tioned value to the Government. By it all raiding and stealing of stock in 
the Black Hills country ceased, the return to their respective agencies of all 
the before then hostile Indians within the jurisdiction of the United States 
was secured, and the war that commenced March 17, 1876, terminated and 
peace and quiet were established. 

Affiant states that the men of his expedition were mounted, and along with 
the train were pack horses to transport the necessary food for the outfit, 
grazing being mainly relied upon for feed for the horses; that all the pro- 
visions for the company, men and horses, were supplied by affiant, for which 
he was to be reimbursed at cost, with any other expense necessary to be in- 


curred and incurred by him on the trip. He states that after his return he 
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was unable to secure a settlement with General Crook or to obtain from the 
Government pay for the money he paid out in expenses, nor as a remunera- 
tion for his services. 

He states that in April, 1879, he filed inthe Department of the Interior at 
Washington a claim against the Government for the sum of his expenses 
$279.66, and for services, $250, the latter being in error, as the time employed 
was two months and five days, and the intent was to charge as a reasonable 
compensation the sum of $125 per month, which would make the sum intended 
as a charge $270.83 for his services. 

He states that his claim before presented to the Department of the Interior 
was rejected because the Commissioner of Indian Affairs held that, the mat- 
ter having been conducted under the direction of the Army, it was purely a 
military one and was not a proper claim against either the Treasury Depart- 
ment or the Indian Department. That affiant only learned of the rejection 
of his claim, but not of the grounds of it, until within a year past, and now 
submits his claim to the War Department in accordance with said decision, 

Affiant further states that he is not now able to present an itemized state. 
ment of his expenses, cost of supplies, etc., as on the rejection of his claim,as 
above stated, he had abandoned the hope of receiving anything, and all data 
therefor has been lost, but he states that the sum named as a total, $279.66, ig 
an and true and the same sum for which he made claim before, as above 
stated. 

He also states that in view of the fact that twenty-three years have elapsed 
since he rendered the servicesand paid out the sum claimed for, during which 
time he has been deprived of its use, and in consideration of the character 
and of the great value of his said services to the Government. he believes that 
he is in justice entitled toa sum as compensation in addition to the mere 
monthly wages at first claimed for, and therefore asks to be allowed the fur- 
ther sum of $1,500 as such compensation. 

F. C. BOUCHER, Claimant. 


Subscribed in my presence and sworn to before me by the said F. ¢, 
Boucher this 9th day of February, 1900; and I certify that I have no interest 
direct or indirect, in the claim this affidavit is designed to support. ; 

[SEAL.] 8. F. EUGas. 

Yotary Public, Gregory County, S. Dak, 


STATE OF NEBRASKA, Douglas County, ss: 


V. T. McGillyeuddy, being first duly sworn, on oath states that he is the 
identical person who, in 1876 and 1877, was in the service of the United States 
as surgeon attached to the Third United States Cavalry serving at Fort Rob- 
inson, near the Red Cloud Indian Agency, and in the field; that he was inti- 
mately acquainted with one F.C. Boucher, who at that time resided near 
the Spotted Tail Indian Agency, about 43 miles from Fort Robinson; that he 
also knew the Indian chiefs Spotted Tail, Touch the Cloud, and the two 
chiefs, father and son, Crazy Horse; that in February, 1877, affiant accom- 
pan a detachment of soldiers up into the Black Hills country, sent there 
‘or the purpose of protecting the whites from marauding bands of Indians 
then engaged in running off cattle. 

Prior to the time of affiant with said soldiers leaving Fort Robinson upon 
said expedition affiant was informed that an expedition had been sent out by 
General Crook from Camp Sheridan, near the Spotted Tail Agency, composed 
of a number of Indians under the charge of said F. C. Boucher, and with him 
Chief Spotted Tail, charged with the mission of bringing into the reservation 
the protntety band of Indians engaged in robbing the whites about the Hills 
and also to negotiate the return and bringing in the hostile Indians under 
the young chief Crazy Horse, then off to the north, near the Canada border. 

Affiant states that he knows that later, some time early in May, 1877, the 
young chief Crazy Horse, with his band of hostiles, came into the camp at 

‘ort Robinson and surrendered, and he was informed and believes it to be 
true that another company of Indians, among whom was the old chief Crazy 
Horse and Touch the Cloud, came into Camp Sheridan, at Spotted Tail 
Agency, and while affiant has no personal knowledge of the work of said 


Boucher in the matter, all the information that he has had concerning the 


matter, derived from the general talk among the soldiers and those compos- 
ing the Boucher expedition, leads affiant to believe it to be true, and so states 
it to be true, that the return of said Indians was the result of the work of 
said Boucher in the discharge of his duties of the mission upon which he had 
been sent by General Crook. 

Affiant states that he is informed that said Boucher hasa claim against the 
United States for his services in said matter rendered at that time, and also 
for his expenses incurred in supplying the said expedition, and he avers that 
he has no interest, direct or indirect, in the prosecution of said claim 

V. P. McGILLYCUDDY. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 13th day of October, A. D. 1890. 

[ SEAL. ] KATHRINE WORKMAN, 

Notary Public. 





STATE OF , County of —s—, 88: 


Stephen F. Estes, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says that he 
is 59 years of age; that he resides near Rosebud, in the State of South Dakota. 
and that Rosebud is his post-office address. That in 1876 and 1877 he reside 
at the then named Red Gioud Agency; was intimately acquainted with one 
F.C. Boucher, who then lived upon the Spotted Tail Reservation about 10 or 
12 miles from Fort Sheridan. nat in the early part of 1877 there was con- 
siderable disturbance in and in the vicinity of the Black Hills, caused by 
bands of predatory Indians stealing and running off the cattle and horses 0 
the settlers and ranchers in that neighborhood, and that farther to the north 
there was a band of Indians under the leadership of an Indian chief 01 leader 
by the name of Crazy Horse, the son of an old Ogalalla chief of the same 
name, reputed to be engaged in hostilities with the United States 

That some time in February or March, 1877, affiant had knowledge, by re- 
port, that General Crook, then at Fort Sheridan, had sent said F. C. Boucher 
with a squad of friendly Indians from the Spotted Tail Agency, accompanied 
by Chief Spotted Tail, up into the diatarbed country for the purpose of 
bringing back to the reservations the marauding Indians, and alco to induce 
those reported to be at war with the United States to come into the agency 
and surrender. That he further had information that the mission was suc- 
cessful, and that as a result of it the Indians committing depredations at the 
Black Hills were brought back to the Spotted Tail Agency 7 said Boucher 
some time in April, 1877, and that among those were the old Chief Crazy 
Horse and Chief Touch the Cloud of the inneconjou tribe of Sioux ingens, 
That he has personal knowledge that later, the latter part of April or Ist 0 
May, 1877, the young man Crazy Horse returned to the Red Cloud Agency 
and surrendered with his band of about 1,500 Indians. ad 

That his knowledge of the services of said Boucher, as above stated, is de- 
rived from conversations affiant had with Indians who claimed _ to have per: 
sonal knowledge of the matters, and with one Joe Merrivale, a Mexican, a 
an Indian interpreter who was with said Boucher on said expedition, ant 
who made his home most of the time at the Red Cloud Agency. That =e a 
said conversations his information and understanding at the time was tl at 
the return of the Indians mentioned was due to the skillful and tactful c nak 
duct of the enterprise by said Boucher, and that said Boucher was in charg: 
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I move that the motion to disagree to the report of the committee 
Affiant also states that during the absence of said expedition in the dis- of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses be re- 


charge of its mission the weather in that country was extremely inclement considered, and that the conference report be agreed to. 
and stormy, and that the members of it must have suffered greatly from | The motion was agreed to. 











of the expedition and responsible for its management and the work he was 
intrusted with by General Crook. 


cold and exposure. Affiant states he has no interest, direct or indirect, in 
the claim of said Boucher for his services and for pay for supplies furnished 


hat tri STATUE OF COMMODORE JOHN D. SLOAT. 
by him on that trip. 


Mr. PERKINS. Iask unanimous consent for the considera- 

1 tion at this time of the bill (S. 4657) for the erection of a statue 

day of February, con ond, ee aoe . ~— no interest, direct or indirect, | of Commodore John D. Sloat in the city of Monterey, Cal. 

" at cai oman eT ANIC ULLEN. Notary Public. There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
— Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which had been reported 

The subscriber, C. P. Jordan, being duly sworn according to law, deposes | from the Committee on the Library with an amendment, to 


and says that he has personally known Mr. F.C. Boucher for nearly twenty- | <4...) on an lieen > enacti ‘lanse ; San mnt. 
five years; that while he (C. P. Jordan) was chief clerk at the Red Cloud strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
Agency, in 1877, the hostile Sioux Indians under Crazy Horse surrendered, That the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and 
and that he counted and took the names of the Indians at said surrender; | the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not oth 
that he learned that Mr. F.C. Boucher had gone north with Spotted Tail and | erwise appropriated, to aid in the erection and completion of a statue of the 
other Indians, including the father of Crazy Horse, to induce the hostiles to | late Commodore John D. Sloat, United States Navy, together with a pedes 
come into the agencies, . ; tal and foundation for the same, and for the preparation of the site for said 

That said F. C. Boucher did accompany the first body of hostiles from the | statue, selected under authority of the War Department on the military res 
Black Hills on their way in to surrender, and that said move on the part of | ervation at Monterey, Cal., which sum shall be expended under direction of 
the Indians was due in a great measure to the efforts of Mr. Boucher; that | the Secretary of War: Provided, That the money hereby appropriated shall 
had it not been for the efforts of Mr. Boucher these Indians and others who | be drawn from time to time only as may be required during the progress of 
followed them would have remained longer hostile and depredated upon the | the work and upon the reauisition of the Secretary of War: And provided 
miners and settlers in the Northwest. ; Surther, That no part of the money hereby appropriated shall be expended 

C. P. JORDAN, Indian Trader. until the design for said statue and pedestal shall be approved by the Secr: 

tary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to aid in the erec- 
tion of a statue of Commodore John D. Sloat, United States 
Navy, at Monterey, Cal.’’ 


ALLOWANCE OF CLAIMS, 


Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2494) for the allowance of certain 
claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States 
Treasury Department. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


STEPHEN F. ESTES. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me by the said Stephen F. Estes this 26th 


STATE OF NEBRASKA, County of Cherry: 
Subscribed in my presence and sworn to before me this 29th day of No- 
vember, 1899. 
[SEAL. ] CHARLES SPARKS, 
Notary Public. 
(Commission expires June 24, 1904.) 
a 


STATE OF SouTH DAKOTA, County of Meyer, ss: 

W.C. Courtis, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says that he is 
i vears of age; that he resides near Rosebud, in the State of South Dakota, 
and that Rosebud is his post-office address; that in 1876 and 1877 he resided at 
the then named Red Cloud Agency; was intimately acquainted with one 
F. C. Boucher, who then lived upon the Spotted Tail Reservation, about 10 
or 12 miles from Fort Sheridan. 

That in the early part of 1877 there was considerable disturbance in, and 
in the vicinity of, the Black Hills, caused by bands of predatory Indians 
stealing and running off the cattle and horses of the settlers and ranchers in 
that neighborhood, and that farther to the north there wasa band of In- 
dians under the leadership of an Indian chief or leader by the name of Crazy 
Horse, the son of an Ogalalla chief of the same name, reputed to be engaged 
in hostilities with the United States. That some time in February or March. 
1877, affiant had knowledge by report that General Crook, then at Fort Sher- 
idan, had sent said F. C. Boucher with a squad of friendly Indians from the 
Spotted Tail Agency, accompanied by Chief Spotted Tail, up into the dis- 
turbed country, for the purpose of bringing back to the reservations the 
marauding Indians, and also to induce those reported to be at war with the 
United States to come into the agency and surrender. 

That he further had information that the mission was successful, and that 
as a result of it the Indians committing depredations at the Black Hills 
were ws —_— re the apotees Tail Aeecy by — oC ———— time 
in April, 1877, and that among these were the old chief, Crazy Horse, and . . . ‘ . : . 
Chiet Touch the Cloud of the fetatoondou tribe of Sioux Indians; that he has There being no objection, the Senate, = Committee of the 
personal knowledge that later, the latter part of April or the lst of May, 1877, Whole, proceeded to consider the bill which had been reported 
renderel one band of sheen t 300 Indians. Red Cloud Agency and sur- | from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 8, 

That his knowledge of the services of said Boucher, as above stated, is de- before the word ‘dollars, to strike out ‘‘sixty’’ and insert 
rived from conversations affiant had with Indians who claimed to have per- | ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 
sonal knowledge of the matters, and with one Joe Merrivale, a Mexican and ae ial a aeanaien . liieitin Win eR 
an Indian interpreter who was with said Boucher on said expedition and = at ape vr . ee fe — rome? of the a ge be . ee is hereby, 
who made his home most of the time at the Red Cloud Agency; that from qumneraec ane oo S a Pe ae 680 the provisions 
said conversations his information and understanding at the time was that and limitations of the in Rew law +" = Vols os . haries Sprague, late of 
the return of the Indians mentioned was due to the skillful and tactful con- Company D, Fighty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 


CHARLES SPRAGUE, 


Mr. KEAN. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 6045) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Sprague. 


duct of the enterprise by said Boucher, and that said Boucher was in charge a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

of the expedition and responsible for its management and the work he was The amendment was agreed to. 

intrusted with by General Crook. : ie ween & s Senate ac: nded.: he; , 
Affiant also states that during the absence of said expedition in the dis- The bill was re porte d to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


charge of its mission the weather in that country was extremely inclement | Ment was concurred in. . y . 

and stormy, and and Se members of 3 mast have eulieren greatly from The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
cold and exposure. Affiant states that he has no interest, direct or indirect, ; ime. ¢ asce 

in the claim of said Boucher for his services and for pay for supplies fur- the third time, and passed. 
nished by him on that trip. 


W. C. COURTIS. NAVAJO INDIAN RESERVATION. 


, subscribed and sworn to before me by the said W. C. Courtis this 13th day Mr. BARD. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 

if Fehr wv 1 . -artifv + ; are: ipa - i ipact j . . 20% ss : > 

i, February. 1900; and I certify that I have no interest, direct or indirect, in | gration of the bill (H. R. 13875) authorizing the adjustment of 

the claim the above affidavit is designed to support. : 7 : : : . ; : 

(SEAL. ] FRANK MULLEN, Notary Public, | rights of settlers on the Navajo Indian Reservation, Territory of 
Arizona. 


1 Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President, there are so many Senators | “mere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
1ere who are anxious for recognition that I do not feel like asking Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
for more of the time of the Senate for the consideration of the Mr COCKRELL. Let the report of the committee be read 


hill and T ask that it go over. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Retaining its place? sj Ahmet aeee 7 ; itted by Mr , 
Mr. GAMBLE. Yes; let it go over without prejudice. The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Barb on th 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over, retaining | °°4 instant, as follows: 


its place on » Cale The Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H.R 
mn the Calendar. 13875) authorizing the adjustment of rights of settlers on the Navajo Indian 
SPANISH TREATY CLAIMS COMMISSION Reservation, Territory of Arizona, having considered the same, reports as 

e fe RE Aa follows: 
Mr. CULLOM. On March 11 the Senate disagreed to the re- A bill containing similar provisions to the one under consideration passed 


P ; * . the House of Representatives during the Fifty-sixth Congress and was 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of amended in the Seante by the insertion of a provision that certain portions 


the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. | of the Navajo Reservation, Ariz., should be subject to mineral entry; but it 


5586 i 2 i 66 failed to become a law by reason of the veto of the President, influenced, 
7 ’) amending the act of March 2, 1901, entitled “An act to dcabtlen, or the unfavorable report of the Secretary of the Interior. The 
arry into effect the stipulations of article 7 of the treaty between presont pill does not contain the objectionable feature, and it is approved by 


the United States and Spain, concluded on the 10th day of De- | the Secretary of the Interior. 


cember, 1898. On June 28, on motion of the Senator from Massa- The committee concurs in the House report, hereto attached and mads a 
NVI, 9 nian rac » , ass. 

chusetts [Mr. Lope], the Senate requested the House to return | P*7t hereof, and recommends that the bill pase. sins tian Affai 

“59 r . The House report and the letters of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 


the conference report; which report we received this morning. ! and the Secretary of the Interior relative to the measure are as follows: 
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[House Report No. 1846, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
13875) authorizing the adjustment of rights of settlers on the Navajo Indian 
Reservation, Territory of Arizona, beg leave to submit the following report 
and recommend that said bill do pass without amendment: 

A bill identical with the one under consideration passed the House during 
the first session of the Fifty-sixth Congress, and was favorably reported to 
the Senate, but failed to pass that body for lack of consideration. 

The reasons for its enactment into law are given in House Report No. 411, 
first session Fifty-sixth Congress, and your committee adopt said report asa 


© 


part of this report and append it hereto. 
[House Report No. 411, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4001) authorizing the adjustment of rights of settlers on the Navajo Indian 
Reservation, Territory of Arizona, beg leave to submit the following report, 
and recommend that said bill do pass without amendment: 

This is a bill enacting that patents for lands may be issued to certain set- 
tlers on the Navajo Indian Reservation. 

The full history of the bill is contained in the following communication 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and Secretary of the Interior: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, January 17, 1900. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by Department refer- 
ence of January 11, 1890, for rupect, of a communication dated January 9, 
1900, from Hon. J. 8S. Sherman, chairman of the House Committee on Indian 
Affairs, inclosing a copy of a bill (H. R. 4001) authorizing the adjustment of 
rights of settlers on the Navajo Indian Reservation, Territory of Arizona. 
Said bill was introduced in the House of Representatives by Mr. Wilson, Dele- 
gate from Arizona, on December 13, 1899, and provides— 

** That all lands claimed by actual settlers or persons to whom valid rights 
attach, whosettled upon or occupied any part of the public lands of the United 
States prior to the date of the Executive order of January 6, 1880, extending 
the boundaries of Navajo Indian Reservation, in the Territory of Arizona, 
and which were included in said Executive order, are hereby accepted from 
the operations thereof, and said settlers are hereby granted authority to es- 
tablish their rights and secure patents for any of said lands to which they 
have a valid title under the public-land laws of the United States.” 

The primary object of said bill, as will be observed from the following re- 
cita], is to enable one C. N. Cotton, alleged owner of a trading post at Ganado, 
Ariz., to acquire title toa tract of land within the present limits of the Navajo 
Reservation. 

By Department reference, this office received a communication dated Au- 
rust 11, 1890, from Mr. Cotton, which was referred to the Department by Hon. 
5 J. Belden, in which Mr. Cotton stated that he was the owner of a trading 

post at Ganado, Ariz., which he had occupied continuously since early in 1878; 
that in January, 1880, the strip of land occupied by him wasadded by Execu- 
tive order to the south side of the Navajo Reservation, and claimed that as 
his occupation commenced prior to the date of the Executive order, his 
place should be excluded from the reservation. He therefore asked that an 
order to that effect be issued, either by the Secretary of the Interior or the 
President. 

On December 10, 1890, this office submitted the following report to the De- 
partment on Mr. Cotton’s communication: 

“The matter having been referred to Agent Vandever for investigation, 
he reported, under date of September 25, 1890, that Mr. Cotton has lived at 
the piace in question since the spring of 1878, having a trading post there; 
that he has a great many buildings and the best store on the reservation, and 
that from what he can learn Mr. Cotton settled there with the intention of 
taking up a home two years before the reservation was extended over the 
land. 

“The Executive order of January 6, 1880, withdraws from sale and settle- 
ment a tract of country within certain described limits to be set apart as an 
addition to the Navajo Reservation, making no exception of tracts settled 
upon or occupied, as is the case in the subsequent order of May 17, 1884. 

“The lands included in the addition made by the order of January 6, 1880, 
were unsurveyed: therefore Mr. Cotton had acquired no vested right in the 
lands occupied by him (Frisbia v. Whitney, 9 Wall., 187), and the President 
had the power to reserve them for Indian purposes (5 Wall, 681, and 6 WallL., 
363). 

“It has not been the policy of the Department, however, to recommend 
the appropriation of lands in the occupation of bona fide settlers, unless such 
appropriation was considered necessary for the wants of the Indians. In 
such cases it has been customary to recommend compensation for the im- 
provements made by such bona fide settlers. 

“It is probable that when the order of January 6, 1880, was issued it was 
not known that any improvements were located on the addition. 

**Since the passage of the act of February 8, 1887 (24 Stats., 388), this office 
has held that the rights of the Indians in an Executive order reservation are 
such that the lands therein can only be restored in pursuance of an agree- 
ment with the Indians interested, duly ratified by Congress. 

‘IT am inclined to think, however, that where lands to which private parties 
have acquired valid, or even inchoate rights, have been included in an Indian 
reservation by Executive order, such order may now be so modified as to 
except such lands from the operation thereof, and I have accordingly pre- 
pared the draft of an Executive order amending and modifying that of Jan- 
uary 6, 1880, soas to exclude from the operation thereof any tract or tracts 
of land which were settled upon and occupied, or to which valid rights had 
attached under then existing laws of the United States prior to said date, 
and have the honor to recommend, if you concur in the views herein ex- 
pressed, that the same be laid before the President for his signature. 

‘‘LTam not aware that any other person was located upon the land included 
in the addition prior to January 6, 1880, but have deemed it proper to make 
the order general in its terms rather than to exempt Mr. Cotton by name.” 

In Department letter dated December 27, 1890, this office was informed 
that its report of December 8, 1890, had been referred to the Assistant 
Attorney-General for the Interior Department, who held: 

“The general allotment act of February 8, 1887 (24 Stat., 388), referred to 
by the Commissioner, unquestionably ane to the Indians the same rights in 
a reservation created by Executive order as if made by treaty or act of Con- 
gress. This being so, the land embraced therein is subject to allotment, and 
the surplus can be restored only in accordance with the terms of said act, 
which requires that the negotiations with the Indians for the sale of such 
»0rtions of the reservation not allotted ‘shall not be complete until ratified 
»y Congress’ (sec. 5 of said act), but Congress can by additional legislation 
except the same from the provisions of said act of 1887. If this be the true 

construction of said act of 1887—and I think it is—it would be inconsistent 
to ask the President to issue an order excepting said lands from the effect of 
the order of 1880, and, in effect, attempt to do that which can only be done 
by an act of Congress.” 

It was further stated in said Department letter that— 

‘In accordance with said opinion your recommendation that the said draft 
of an Executive order be laid before the President for his signature is not 
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concurred in, and to enable Mr. Cotton to secure relief by Congressional 
action you are hereby directed to reserve the land covered by his improve. 
ments and occupied him from allotment under the act of February 8, 1887 
until further advised by the Department.” P 

The text of the opinion of the Assistant Attorney-General referred to wil] 
be found in volume 12, Land Decisions, page 206. 

In a communication dated February ¥, 1899, addressed to the President and 
referred by the Department to this office, Hon. N. O. Murphy, governor of 
Arizona, wrote in the interest of Mr. J. J. Hubbell,a resident of Ganado. 
Ariz. February 15, 1899, Indian Inspector Duncan referred to this office a 
letter dated January 3, 1899, from Mr. Cotton, with reference to his claim. Oy 
March 9, 1899, Mr. 8. M. Brosius submitted a communication, with certain 
affidavits, relating to Mr. Hubbell’s claim. 

It eppceses that the claims of Mr. Cotton and Mr. Hubbell were in con- 
flict, this office, on March 10, 1899, addressed a letter to Lieut. Col. Constant 
Williams, United States Army, late acting Indian agent at the Navajo 
Agency, and then in this city, sequesting Som to report if there were any 
other persons besides Mr. Cotton who claim to have acquired valid rights 
yur to January 6, 1880, to land included in the Navajo Reservation by the 

xecutive order of that date, and whose interests would be affected by the 
enactment of proposed legislation. Lieutenant-Colonel Williams was re 
quested also to give his views with reference to Mr. Hubbell’s claim and to 
Se whether or not the claims of Cotton and Hubbell relate to the samy 

na. 

On April 4, 1899, Mr. G. W. Hayzlett, the United States Indian agent in 
charge of the Navajo Agency, was instructed to ascertain and submit in. 
formation concerning the matters referred to, in line with the request made 
of Lieutenant-Colonel Williams. 

April 11, 1899, Lieutenant-Colonel Williams advised this office that one 
A. C. Damon “ makes such claim for a tract of land, with improvemeuts, 
close to the agency at Fort Defiance, which he was occupying in November 
last, and had been continuously occupying for about thirty years;” that the 
land at Ganado, Ariz., was occupied at the time the reservation wasextended 
by the Executive order of January 6, 1880, by Mr. J. L. Hubbell, who had 
purchased the improvements thereon a year or two before from a man 
named Williams, and that Hubbell afterwards sold all, or a part, to ©. N, 
Cotton. Lieutenant-Colonel Williams adds that there is no doubt of the 
equitable right ot Mr. Cotton to the property at Ganado; that he investi- 
gated the matter while agent for the Navahoes, and that he believes Mr. 
Damon's claim is equally good. He states that there are no other claims 
that he ever heard of. 

Reporting under date of June 29, 1899, Agent Hayzlett states that the inter- 
ests of Messrs. Cotton and Hubbell are identical. In angers of this state- 
pent the agent inclosed a letter, dated April 24, 1899, from Mr. Cotton, as 

OLlOWS: 

‘*Mr. Hubbell’s interest in the land and mine are the same, and if his claim 
is allowed it will be perfectly satisfactory to me and I will have no further 
claim. I donot know of any other white people that are affected by this 
Executive order.” 

Further reporting, Agent Hayzlett states that one Anson C. Damon is af- 
fected by the Executive order of January 6, 1880; that he resides near 1 mile 
south of the original south base line of the reservation as it was prior to the 
extension under said order; that Damon is said to have been a soldier and 
receives a small pension, and came there with the Navahoes when they were 
returned from Fort Sherman about thirty years ago; that he has a squaw 
wife, two grown sons, and two or three smaller children, and that he is very 
desirous of receiving the benefits of the proposed legislation. Agent Hayz- 
lett thinks that there are no other persous aside from Cotton, Hubbell, and 
Damon likely to be affected thereby. 

In view of what has been stated, this office reports that it is aware of no 
objection to the enactment of the bill under consideration. A somewhat 
similar bill (H. R.5565) was introduced in the first session of the Fifty-second 
Congrem, but was not reported upon by this office and failed to become a 

Ww. 


The communication from Mr. Sherman, with its inclosure, and copies of 
the following correspondence, are herewith transmitted, together with a 
copy of this report: 

(1) Letter dated February 15, 1899, from Inspector J. A. Duncan, inclosing 
letter dated January 3, 1899, from C. N. Cotton, and a copy of H. R. 5565, 
Fifty-second Congress, first session. 

‘ (2) Letter dated February 9, 1899, from Hon. N. O. Murphy, governor of 
rizona. 

(3) Letter dated March 9, 1899, from Mr. 8. M. Brosius, with inclosures. 

(4) Report dated April 11, 1899, from Lieut. Col. Constant Williams, United 
States Army, late acting United States Indian agent at the Navaho Agency. 

(5) Report dated June 29, 1899, from Mr. G. W. Hayzlett, United States In- 
dian agent at the Navaho Agency, with inclosure. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
W. A. JONES, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 3, 1900. 
Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication 
of the 9th ultimo, and accompanyin . R. 4001, “A bill authorizing the ad- 
justment of rights of settlers on the Navaho Indian Reservation, Territory 
of Arizona.” 5 
In poupemse thereto I transmit herewith a copy of a report, dated the 17th 
ultimo, from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and accompanying papers, 
to whom the matter was referred. \ 
The Commissioner gives a history of the case, and states that he is aware 
of no objection to the enactment of this bill, 
I concur in his views. 
Very respectfully, E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
House of Representatives. 
For the reasons evident from the facts above reported, the committee are 
of the opinion that the bill is meritorious and should become a law. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, May 1%, J: 


Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by your reference of 
the 30th ultimo, of S. 5529, “A bill authorizing the adjustment of the rights 
of settlers on the Navajo Indian Reservation, fareey of Arizona.”’ ; 

In response to your request for report on the bill, I have the honor to 
transmit herewith a copy of a communication of the 7th instant from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs on the subject, from which it will be sec) 
that S. 5529 is identically the same in language as H. R. 4001, Fifty-sixt) 
Congress, first session, upon which favorable report was made by t's 
Department on February 3, 1900. The bill H. R. 1 passed the House 0: 





1902. 





Representatives on March 5, 1900, and afterwards passed the Senate with the | 


following amendment: 


Arizona lying north of 30° 36’ north latitude, and west of the one hundred 


and eleventh meridian be, and is hereby, opened and subjected to the mining | 


laws of the United States.” 

The bill as amended was passed by the Senate and afterwards by the House, 
and finally by the Congress upon the report of a conference committee. 

In response to a request of the President for a report upon the enrolled 
bill H. R. 4001, I called his attention on April 30, 1900, to the objectionable fea- 
tures thereof, and upon my recommendation he returned the same to the 
House of Representatives without his approval. 

There was no objection to H. R. 4001 as originally passed by the House, and 
as the bill now under consideration, viz, 8S. 5529, is substantially the same in 
every respect, I see no reason why it should not become a law. 


r 


I inclose a copy of Senate Report 699, Pifty-sixth Congress, first session, | 
which shows the action of the Department on H. R. 4001, as originally pro- | 


yosed. 
5 Very respectfully, E. A. HITCHCOCK, 
Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, Mdy 7, 1902. 
Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by Department refer- 
ence for report, of a communication dated April 30, 1902, from Hon. WILLIAM 
M. STEWART, chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, United States 
Senate, inclosing a copy of S. 5529, “A bill authorizing the adjustment of the 


rights of settlers on the Navajo Indian Reservation, Territory of Arizona,” ‘| ; S ; 7 
e | that the facts may be laid before the Senate without costing the 


with request for information thereon for the use of the committee, The bill 
provides— 


“That all lands claimed by actual settlers or persons to whom valid rights | 
attach, who settled upon or occupied any part of the public lands of the | 


United States prior to the date of the Executive order of January 6, 1880, ex- 
tending the boundaries of the Navajo Indian Reservation, in the Territory 
of Arizona, and which were included in said Executive order, are hereby 
excepted from the operations thereof, and said settlers are hereby granted 
authority to establish their rights and secure patents for any of said lands 
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“ Provided, That all that portion of the Navajo Indian Reservation in | Government of the United States to spend one dollar in makin 


to which they have a valid title under the public land laws of the United | 


States.” 

Said bill is identically the same in language as the bill H. R. 4001, Fifty- 
sixth Congress, first session, upon which, in its original form, this office re- 
ported favorably to the Department on January 17, 1900. (See Senate Re- 
port No. 699, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session. ) 

The bill H. R. 4001 passed the House of Representatives March 5, 1900, 
and afterwards passed the Senate with an amendment subjecting a certain 
portion of the Navajo Reservation in Arizona to mineral entry. As so 
amended the bill passed Congress, but by reason of the President's veto 
failed to become a law. 

In view of what has been stated, the enactment of the bill 8. 5529 is recom- 
mended. , 

The communication from Senator STEWART is herewith returned, with a 
copy of this report. ¥ 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
A. C. TONNER, 
Acting Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


An act authorizing the adjustment of rights of settlers on the Navajo Indian 
Reservation, Territory of Arizona. 

Be it enacted, etc., That all lands claimed by actual settlers or persons 

to whom valid rights attach, who settled upon or occupied any part of 

the public lands of the United States prior to the date of the Executive 


order: of January 6 1880, extending the boundaries of the Navajo Indian | 


} 
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We are not asking the 





the route I am asking to have surveyed. 
oY 
the survey. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask the Senator whether, if the 
proposition is to have the Government survey this route, it will 
not have the effect to delay operations on the other canal project 
now contemplated—the Panama or the Nicaragua, as the case 
may be—will it not delay it? 

Mr. SCOTT. I will answer the Senator that this survey will 
not in any way delay it. I am not asking by the joint resolution 
that there shall be delay, but simply that the facts may be laid 
before the Senate. 

In last January I introduced a resolution and asked for an 


| appropriation of $15,000, part of which should be expended to ex- 
| amine this route; and the resolution was reported back unfavor- 
| ably. 


Then, as I suggested at the timein the few remarks which 
I made to the Senate, a report could have been made, before this 
body determined what route we should select for the canal, 
whether or not this route was feasible. But the Senate in its 
wisdom sustained the action of the committee which reported 
back unfavorably. 

Now, I come again to the Senate with a joint resolution asking 
the poor privilege of having this route surveyed and investigated, 


United States anything for the survey. 

Mr. BERRY. Who is to pay for the survey, will the Senator 
tell me? 

Mr. SCOTT. That is not germane to the question at all. 

Mr. BERRY. What has the Government got to do with it? 

Mr. SCOTT. Itis simply to give it an official character, that 
the Government officials, United States engineers, may examine 
the route and report upon it. I do not for the life of me see why 
Senators should for a moment oppose a proposition of this kind. 
If there is a better route than the Panama or the Nicaragua 
route, why is it not the part of wisdom that we should know it 
before we expend hundreds of thousands and millions of dollars 
in building something we shall not want. I hope the joint reso- 
lution may be passed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I understand the joint reso- 
lution has never been before a committee, and I move that it be 
referred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

Mr. SCOTT. I hope the motion will not prevail, because the 


| result will be the same as with the resolution I offered in Janu- 
| ary—it will be smothered, and there will never be a report from 


Reservation, in the Territory of Arizona, and which were included in said | 


Executive order, are hereby excepted from the operations thereof, and said 
settlers are hereby granted authority to establish their rights and secure 
patents for any of said lands to which they have a valid title under the 
public-land laws of the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I observed that one bill had been vetoed, 
and I desired to have the report read in order to show that the 
pending bill is not the one which was vetoed and that the Secre- 


tary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs rec- 


ommend that this bill be passed. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SURVEY OF THE ISTHMUS OF DARIEN, 


Mr. SCOTT. I should like to ask unanimous consent to call up 
the joint resolution (S. R. 116) providing for a survey of the Isth- 
mus of Darien for canal purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia what committee has reported the joint resolution. 

Mr.SCOTT. The joint resolution has never been referred toa 
committee, and consequently there is no report on it. 

during the discussion on the canal bill that title 


vested in the Panama Canal Company. We passed a bill author- 
izing the President, under certain conditions, to build on the 
Panama route, and of course if we can acquire and have a valid 
title to that route we would have title to the territory through 
which the Darien canal would be built. If we can build a canal 
*9} miles long through which vessels can go in five or six hours, 
and if in buying the rights of the Panama Canal Company we 
acquire the right to this territory, why not have it surveyed? If 
this is the better route, we can afford to throw away the amount 
of money spent on the Panama Canal route and build a canal for 
one fourth the money, with less than one-half the distance, on 





it, except, perhaps, adversely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Oregon, to refer the joimt resolu- 
tion to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS IN 
Mr. GALLINGER. 


THE DISTRICT. 
I ask unanimous consent for the present 


| consideration of the bill (H. R. 14050) to amend an act to regulate 


the height of buildings in the District of Columbia. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia was, on page 1, line 8, after the words ‘‘ District of Columbia,” 
to insert *‘ and in case of additions to existing structures the re- 
strictions contained herein shall apply only to such additions;”’ 
as to read: 


That section 3 of the act entitled “An act to regulate the height of build- 
ings in the District of Columbia,” approved March 1, 1899, be amended by 
adding thereto the following: ‘Provided, That this requirement shall not ap- 

sly to churches erected outside of the fire limits as now or hereafter estab- 

fished within the District of Columbia, and in case of additions to existing 
structures the restrictions contained herein shall apply only to such addi- 
tions.”” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was at the top of page 2, to insert as anew 


50 


| section the following: 


The fact | 


| sidewalk the width of the street in its front. 


was ae 
could not acquired to the Darien route; that the title was | 


Sec. 2. That section 4 of said act be amended to read as follows: 

“See. 4. That no building shall be erected or altered on any street or ave- 
nue or highway in the District of Columbia to exceed in height above the 
Where a building is to be 
erected removed from all points within the bounding lines of its own lots as 
recorded by a distance at feast equal to its proposed height above grade, the 
extreme limits of height permitted for fireproof or nonfirepr buildings 
im residence sections may be allowed, the measurements to be taken from 
the natural grades at the building as determined by the Commissioners. On 
business streets and avenues, as the same are now or may hereafter be desig- 
nated by the Commissioners of said District, no building shall be erected or 
altered to exceed the height of 110 feet, except on business streets or avenues 
160 feet wide, where a height not exceeding 130 feet may be allowed. 

“On residence streets and avenues no building shall be erected or altered 
so as to be over 80 feet in height. norshall it exceed iffeet less than the width 
of the street or avenue upon which it abuts, unease on streets 60 to 65 feet 
wide, where a height of 60 feet will be allowed, and on streets 60 feet wide 
and less, where a height equal to the full width of the street will be allowed. 
The height of buildings on corner lots will be regulated by the width of the 
wider street: Provided, That if said buildings have projections, such as bay 
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windows, oriels, covered porches, etc., extending over two stories, the height 
of the building shall be diminished by the amountof the greatest projection: 
Provided further, That spires, towers, and domes may be erected toa greater 
height than the limits herein prescribed when approved by the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia: And provided also, That on streets less than 
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90 feet wide, where building lines have been established so as to be a matter | 


of public record in the office of the surveyor of the District and so as to pre- 
vent the lawful erection of any building in advance of said lines, the width 
of the street, in so far as it controls the height of buildings under this law, 
may be held to be the distance between said buildinglines. On blocks imme- 
diately adjacent to public buildings or to the site of any public building for 
which plans have been prepared and money appropriated at the time of ap- 
eager ae for the permit the height shall be regulated by a schedule adopted 
yy the Commissioners of the District of Columbia.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 21, to insert as 
a new section the following: 

Sec. 3. That section 5 of said act be amended to read as follows: 

“Src. 5. That no wooden or frame building, as authorized by existing law, 
hereafter erected or altered, and intended to be used for human habitation, 
shall exceed in height three stories, or 40 feet to the roof.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 2, to insert as a 
new section the following: 

Sec. 4. That section 6 of said act be amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 6. That the height of all buildings shall be measured from the level 





JUNE 30, 





as a residence or as an apartment house or hotel in the District of Columbia 
shall be erected toa height of more than five stories or raised toa height 
exceeding 60 feet above the sidewalk, the measurements to be made as here- 
inafter prescribed. 

Src. 2. That buildings intended for business purposes solely may be 
erected to a height of 75 feet without being of fireproof construction 

Sec. 3. That all buildings, except churches, hereafter erected or altered 
to exceed 75 feet in height shall be fireproof or noncombustible, and of such 
materials throughout as may be prescribed by the Commissioners of the 
Districtof Columbia. Within the fire limits churches hereafter constructed, 
including Sunday schools and meeting rooms, must be of fireproof construc- 
tion up to and including the main or auditorium fioor. 

Sec. 4. That no building shall be erected or altered on any street or ave- 
nue or highway in the District of Columbia to exceed in height above the 
sidewalk the width of the street in its front. Where a building is to be 
erected removed from all points within the bounding lines of its own lots as 
recorded by a distance at least equal to its proposed height above grade, the 
extreme limits of height permitted for fireproof or nonfireproof buildings in 


| residence sections may be allowed, the measurements to be taken from the 


natural grades at the building as determined by the Commissioners. On 
business streets and avenues, as the same are now or may hereafter be des- 


| ignated by the Commissioners of said District, no building shall be erected 
| or altered to exceed the height of 110 feet, except on business streets or ave- 
| nues 160 feet wide, where a height not exceeding 130 feet may be allowed. 


On residence streets and avenues no building shall be erected or altered 


| soas to be over 80 feet in height, nor shall it exceed 10 feet leas than the 

| width of the street or avenue upon which it abuts, except on streets 60 to 65 

| feet wide, where a on of 60 feet will be allowed, and on streets 60 feet wide 
1 


of the sidewalk opposite the middle of the front of the building to the highest | 


point of the roof. If the building has more than one front, the height shall 
be measured from the mean elevation of the sidewalk at the street corners. 
No parapet walls shall extend above the limit of height.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 


The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. MCMILLAN on | public record in the office of the surveyor of the District and so as to pre- 


the 5th instant, as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 14050) to amend an act to regulate the height of buildings in the 
District I 
amendments and recommend its passage as amended, 


The provisions of the billas reported were all prepared by the Commis- | 


sioners of the District of Columbia, in order more effectually to regulate the 
height of buildings in the city of Washington, particularly on narrow streets 
and on squares opposite to the great buildings of the Government. The 
Commissioners’ bat spoken of in their reports was prepared as a separate 
measure, and the essential features of it have been incorporated in the bill 
as reported. 

The letters of the Commissioners are appended, as follows: 

OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, May 3, 1902. 

Str: The Commissioners have the honor to report with respect to Senate 
bill 5495, ** To amend an act entitled ‘An act to regulate the height of build- 
ings in the District of Columbia,’ approved March 1, 1899," which was referred 


and less, where a height equal to the full width of the street may b2 allowed. 
The height of buildings on corner lots shall be regulated by the width of the 
wider street: Provided, That if said buildings have projections, such as bay 
windows, oriels, covered porches, etc., extending over two stories, the height 
of the building shall be diminished by the amount of the greatest projection: 
Provided further, That spires, towers, and domes may be erected toa greater 


| height than the limits herein prescribed when approved by the Commission- 
| ers of the District of Columbia: And provided also, That on streets less than 


of Columbia, report the same back to the Senate with certain | . : 
| which plans have been prepared and money appropriate 


90 feet wide, where building lines have been established so as to be a matter 


vent the lawful erection of any building in advance of said lines, the width 

of the street, in so far as it controls the height of buildings under this law, 

may be held to be the distance between said building lines. On blocks imme- 

diately adjacent to public buildings or to the site o Ss building for 

at the time of ap- 

lication for the permit the height shall be regulated by a schedule adopted 
»y the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 5. That no wooden or frame building, as authorized by existing law, 
hereafter erected or altered, and intended to be used for human habitation, 
shall exceed in height three stories, or 40 feet to the roof. 

Sec. 6. That the height of all buildings shall be measured from the level 
of the sidewalk opposite the middle of the front of the ——s to the highest 

int of the roof. If the building has more than one front, the height shall 
measured from the mean elevation of the sidewalk at the street corners. 


| No parapet walls shall extend above the limit of height. 


to them at your instance for their views thereon, that while they have no ob- | 


jection to the passage of the bill, they prefer the enactment of the inclosed 
draft of a bill ** To regulate the height of buildings in the District of Colum- 
bia.”’ which was handed to you by Commissioner Biddle. This draft pro- 
vides an exception with regard to churches without the fire limits, which is 
the subject of Senate bill 5495. 
Very respectfully, 
HENRY B. F. MACFARLAND, 


President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia, 


Senator JAMES McMILLAN, 
Chairman Committee on District of Columbia, 
United States Senate. 


OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, April 4, 1902. 


SENATOR: The Commissioners have the honor to submit the following on 
Senate joint resolution No. 72, to restrict the height of buildings on residence 
streets to the width of the street between curb lines, which was referred to 
them by your committee for report. 

The width between curb lines is a somewhat variable quantity, even along 
streets of the same width between building lines, the width of the roadway 
being determined by the character of the traffic using the street. It is the 


policy to narrow the roadway between curbs on residence streets where | 


traffic is light, in order to lessen the expense of paving, and also to give as 
great an amount of parking as possible. Asa rule, the width between curb 
lines on residence streets is 30 or 35 feet, while the distance from building 
line to building line is 80 or 90 feet. 

The streets of the District, except some minor streets, are of ample width, 
and the consideration involved in a further restriction of the height of build- 
ings is more a matterof damage to a locality where a high building is erected 
than to any lack of light and air. In some parts of the city buildings 80 and 
% feet high would be a benefit; while in other parts, even on wider streets, a 
high building might cause great damage to the adjacent property. 

For the foregoing reason the Commissioners can not recommend that 
favorable action be taken upon the resolution. Their views upon the matter 
are embodied in the draft of a bill, a copy of which is inclosed, which has been 
prepared in accordance with instructions received from your committee. 

his draft has been carefully considered by them, anc 
mitted toa number of the prominent architects of the city for remark. It 
contains very few changes from existing law, the changes being to restrict 
the height of buildings in the residence sections to 80 feet instead of 90 and to 
10 feet less than the width of the street between building lines, except that 
on streets less than 60 feet in width buildings of the full width of the street 
will beallowed. It also provides for the adoption of a schedule by the Com- 
missioners to regulate the height of buildings on blocks adjacent to public 
buildings. tfull 
Jery respectfully, yours, 
re apie HENRY B. F. MACFARLAND, 
President of the Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 


Hon. JAMES McMILLAN, ns aie 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, Senate. 
The Commissioners’ bill is as follows: 
A bill to regulate the height of buildings in the District of Columbia. 


Be it enacted. etc., That from and after the date of the approval of this 
act no combustible or nonfireproof building intended to be used or occupied 


has also been sub- | 





Sec. 7. That the limitations of height herein prescribed shall not apply to 
Federal or District buildings. f : s 

Sec. 8. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby re- 
pealed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN F. WESTON. 


Mr. WARREN. I desire to call up for present consideration 
the bill (S. 6004) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay John F. Weston the sum of $241.60, etc. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish the Senator from Wyoming would ex- 
plain the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

Mr. WARREN. The report is very short. General Weston, 
then Captain Weston, was ordered across the country to perform 
certain services in the mountains. The Government placed its 
freight and the tools and the personal effects, etc., of General 
Weston in charge of a freighter. The train was overtaken and 
destroyed by Indians. The Government paid the contractor for 
his losses, and paid everybody else, but for some reason the ac- 
count of Captain Weston was not paid. Later it went to the 
Court of Claims, and was ruled against on account of jurisdiction. 
The report is short. I ask that it may be read. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then this is an Indian depredation claim? 

Mr. WARREN. It could be called an Indian depredation 
claim, I think, though differing widely from those claims regu- 
larly designated as Indian depredation claims, and known to Con- 
gress and the country as such. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. WARREN on 
the 13th instant, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to which was referred the bill (S. 6004) author- 
izing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay John IF. Weston the 
sum of $241.60, having had the same under careful consideration, begs to 
report the same back to the Sendte, with recommendation that it do pass. 

The claimant, Gen. John F. Weston, was captain and commissary of sub- 


| sistence, United States Army, in 1877, and in September of that year he was 


ordered to proceed from the cantonment on Tongue River, Montana, via Cow 
Island to Helena, Mont. He turned over two chests containing personal 
effects to the quartermaster to be transported to his destination. These 
chests were captured by Nez Perce Indians. The value of the tools, clothing, 


professional books, etc., thus taken from him amounted to $241.60. : 
When starting out to make this trip, the chests were turned over in the 
usual way to the quartermaster for transportation. Thecontractor employed 
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to carry the quartermaster supplies, who was given charge of Captain 
Weston's effects, was reimbursed by the Government for all the losses he 
sustained, but cone Weston was not thus relieved and has never been re- 
imbursed for his loss. 


It appears that this case was submitted to the Court of Claims, but that | introduced by the Senator from Ohio, for which he asks present 


| consideration. 
John F. Weston v. The ; 


court denied relief, as per the following decision: 
[Court of Claims Indian Depredations, No. 207. 
United States and the Nez Perce Indians. } 

This case having been heard by the court on the defendant's plea to the 
jurisdiction of the court for the want of amity of the defendant Indians at 
the time of the alleged depredation, to-wit, September. 1877, the court sus- 
tains said plea and the petition is therefore dismissed. (See the case of 
Woolverton v. The United States et al., 29 C. Cls. R., p. 107, in which the ques- 
tion of amity of the defendant Indians was passed upon. ) 

BY THE COURT. 

Filed May 29, 1899. 

A true copy. 

Test this 26th day of May, 1902, 

[SBAL.] JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 
Your committee believe that this is notan ordinary “ Indian depredation” 


| 





ease, and that the Government should be as liberal with a faithfnl army | 
officer as it has been with the contractor who was employed to transport | 


supplies. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM L, CHURCH. 


Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
me for amoment in order to secure the passage of a brief pension 
bill? 

Mr. KEAN. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 12977) granting an increase of 
pension to William L. Church. 

There being no objection, the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of William L. Church, late of Com- 
pany B, Forty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieuof that he is now 
recelving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DARWIN 8. HALL. 

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator from New Jersey yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. KEAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAPP. Iask unanimous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 5272) for the relief of Darwin S. Hall. 
It is a small claim recommended by the Department. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to relieve 
Darwin 8S. Hall from the obligation to refund the sum of $111, 
being the difference claimed to be due from him in his account 
as commissioner, Chippewa Commission in Minnesota, and spe- 
cial disbursing agent from October 10, 1897, to July 31, 1900. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. It is only ten lines 
long. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. CLAppP on the 
27th instant, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5272) for the 
relief of Darwin 8. Hall, report favorably and recommend the passage of 
said bill without amendment. 

The committee beg leave to refer to the annexed letter of the honorable 
Secretary of the Interior, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, June 2!,, 1902. 

Sir: Responding to your letter of the 2lst instant in the matter of the 
claim of Darwin 8. Hall, as represented by S. 5272, a bill for his relief, which 
was the subject of my letter to you of the 17th instant, I now beg to state that 
for the reasons set out in your letter the objections to the passage of said bill, 
as heretofore communicated to you, are withdrawn and the enactment of the 
proposed legislation suggested. 

The copy of the bill and statement of differences which accompanied your 


letter are returned as requested. 
Very respectfully, E. A. HITCHCOCK, 
Secretary. 


Hon. Moses E. CLapp, 
Committee on Claims, United States Senate. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BUST OF THE LATE PRESIDENT M’KINLEY. 
_ Mr. HANNA. I introduce a joint resolution, and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 
The joint resolution (S. R. 181) to purchase a bronze portrait 


bust of the late President McKinley from Mrs. Emma Cadwallader- | 


(suild was read the first time by its title and the second time at 
length, as follows: 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That a sufficient sum as may be 
necessary, at their discretion, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to enable the Joint Committee on 
the Library to purchase from Mrs. Emma Cadwallader-Guild her bronze 
portrait bust of the late President McKinley. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. 
Calendar? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Is the joint resolution one that is on the 


No; it is a joint resolution 


Mr. COCKRELL. Has it gone to the Committee on the Li- 


| brary? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not. 

Mr. HANNA. Iwill say in explanation that the matter has 
been delayed because the chairman of the Committee on the Li- 
brary has not been able to haveameeting. I introduced the joint 
resolution by consent of the chairman, the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. WETMORE], and he said he would take it right up. 
If anything is to be done about its purchase, it has to be done now. 
It is left discretionary with the committee to purchase it or not 
to purchase it, and the price is to be fixed by the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the joint resolution be read. 

The joint resolution was again read. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I think the joint resolution 
ought to go to a committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
objects to the present consideration of the joint resolution. Does 


| the Senator from Ohio desire its reference to the committee? 


Will the Senator from New Jersey yield to | 


| 


Mr. HANNA. Yes, sir. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mittee on the Library. 


It will be referred to the Com- 


INVESTIGATION OF AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. CARMACK. On behalf of the minority of the Committee 
on the Philippines, I ask leave to submit a resolution. Let it be 
read and lie over. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Philippines be authorized and in- 
structed to sit during the recess of Congress for the purpose of prosecuting 
the investigation heretofore authorized by resolution of the Senate 

2. That said committee be further authorized and instructed to visit the 
Philippine Islands during the recess of Congress for the purpose of examin- 
ing witnesses and otherwise prosecuting the said investigation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What does the Senator from 
Tennessee desire to have done with the resolution? 

Mr. CARMACK. Let it go over under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over. 

ANGUS A. M’PHEE. 

Mr. QUARLES. May I ask the Senator from New Jersey to 
kindly yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. KEAN. Iwill yield to the Senator, but this is the last 
time I can yield. 

Mr. QUARLES. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 367) for the relief of Angus A. McPhee. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It proposes to pay to Angus A. McPhee $676.85, being the amount 
of a certain judgment recovered by the United States against 
McPhee on the 30th day of April, 1894, in the circuit court of the 
western district of Wisconsin, for $616.85, and $60 expended for 
costs by said McPhee in defending the action, and which judg- 
ment was paid in full by McPhee, it being for the value of timber 
cut from certain lands. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. KEAN. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After thirty minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
B. F. BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 27th instant approved and signed the following acts: 


An act (S. 1184) granting a pension to Mary Florence Von 
Steinwehr; 

An act (S. 1205) granting a pension to Isabella H. Irish; 

An act (S. 3032) granting a pension to Samuel J. Christopher 


and Jane Vickers; 
An act (S. 3552) granting a pension to John A. Reilley; 
An act (S. 4190) granting a pension to Fredereka Seymore; 
An act (S. 4709) granting a pension to Nelson W. Wade; 
An act (S. 4710) granting a pension to Anna May Hogan; 
An act (S. 5065) granting a pension to Jemima McClure. 
An act (S. 5080) granting a pension to Hester A. Farnsworth; 
An act (S. 5263) granting a pension to Fannie Frost; 
An act (S. 5741) granting a pension to Martha E. Kendrick; 
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An act (S. 


Thomas; 


~ 
‘ 


) granting an increase of pension to William H. 


An act (S. 332) granting an increase of pension to Louisa A. | 


Crosby; 

An act (S. 896) granting an increase of pension to James E. 
McNair; 

An act (S, 1132) granting an increase of pension to R. Sherman 
Langworthy; : 

An act (S. 1458) granting an increase of pension to Linda W. 
Slaughter; 

An act (5. 1980) granting an increase of pension to William D. 
Stites: 

An act (S. 1981) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Hannah; 

An act (S. 2048) granting an increase of pension to Lewis G. 
Latour; 

An act (S. 2050) granting an increase of pension to Edward N. 
Goff; 

An act (S. 2051) granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 


Tryon: 


An act (S. 2265) granting an increase of pension to William Kel. | 


ley: 

An act (S. 2289) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
S. Harrower; 

An act (S. 2875) granting an increase of pension to. Daniel Rid- 
inger; 


An act (S. 2653) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
Weaver; 

An act (S. 2703) granting an increase of pension to James 8. 
Myers: 


An act (S. 3041) granting an increase of pension to Emma F., 
Shilling; 

An act (S. 3292) granting an increase of pension to Henry Loor 
Reger; 

An act (S. 3567) granting an increase of pension to Peter J. 
Osterhaus; 

An act (S. 3997) granting an increase of pension to Otis A. Bar- 
low: 

An act. (S. 4064) granting an increase of pension to Betsy 
Gumm:; 

An act (S. 4183) granting an increase of pension to Oceana B. 
Irwin; 

An act (S. 4800) granting an increase of pension to Ann Comins; 

An act (S. 4509) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Lemon: 

An act (8. 4764) granting an increase of pension to Queen Es- 
ther Grimes; 

An act (S. 4783) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Breckons; 

An act (S. 4912) granting an increase of pension to Maggie L. 
Reaver; 

An act (S. 4934) granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 
McAécams; 

An act (S. 5007) granting an increase of pension to James Ir- 
vine; 

An act (S. 5140) granting an increase of pension to Dudley 
Cary; 

An act (S. 5141) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Barrett: 

An act (S. 5206) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Wheeler: 

An act (S. 5227) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Whitty; 


An act (S. 5302) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Everitt; 

An act (S. 5402) granting an increase of pension to Hiram H. 
Thomas; 

An act (S. 5424) granting an increase of pension to Cynthia J. 
Shattuck 

An act (S. 5466) granting an increase of pension to Edgar T. 


Chamberlin; 

An act (S. 5650) granting an increase of pension to William R. 
Raymond; 

An act (S. 5748) granting an increase of pension to Thomas D. 
Utter; 


An act (S. 5924) granting an increase of pension to Edwin | 


Young: 
An act (S. 6021) granting an increase of pension to Esther D. 
Haslam; and : x 
An act (S. 6040) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Craine. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 28th instant approved and signed the following 
acts: 

An act (S. 1026) to fix the compensation of district superintend- 
ents in the Life-Saving Service; 
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An act (S. 2848) for the establishment of a subport of entry at 
Naco, Ariz.; 

An act (S. 3746) to amend section 2593 of the Revised Statutes, 
| relating to ports of entry; 

An act (S. 3375) relating to the construction of a dam gcross 
Rainy River; 

An act (S. 3651) appropriating the sum of $3,000 a year for the 
support and maintenance of the permanent international com- 
mission of the congresses of navigation, and for other purposes; 
and ' 
An act (S. 5269) to provide a commission to secure plans and 

designs for a monument or memorial to the memory of Abraham 
Lincoln, late President of the United States. 
| The message further announced that the President of the United 
States had on this day approved and signed the following act and 
joint resolutions: 

An act (S. 6178) to amend section 4 of an act entitled *‘An act 
'to provide for a permanent Census Office,’ approved March 6, 
1902. 

A joint resolution (S. R. 103) providing for the binding and 
distribution of public documents held in the custody of the su- 
perintendent of documents, unbound, upon orders of Senators, 
Representatives, Delegates, and officers of Congress, when such 
documents are not called for within two years after printed; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 111) limiting the gratuitous distribu- 
tion of the Woodsman’s Handbook to the Senate, the House of 
Representatives, and the Department of Agriculture. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolu- 
tion, and they were thereupon signed by the President pro tem- 
ore: 

: A bill (S. 1949) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to ap- 
point George H. Paul a warrant machinist in the Navy; 

A bill (S. 4762) to prevent any consular officer of the United 
States from accepting any appointment from any foreign state 
as administrator, guardian, or to any other office of trust, with- 
| out first executing a bond, with security, to be approved by the 
Secretary of State; 

A bill (S. 4792) relative to control of dogs in the District of 
| Columbia; 
| <A bill (S. 6091) extending the time for making final proof in 
| desert-land entries in Yakima County, State of Washington; 
| <A bill (H. R. 97) to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish 
| certificates in lieu of lost or destroyed discharges; 
| A bill (H. R. 5809) for the further distribution of the Reports 
of the Supreme Court, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7013) granting an increase of pension to James 
| E. Freeman; 
| A bill (H. R. 8209) for the relief of P. A. McClain; 





A bill (H. R. 9960) to prevent a false branding or marking of 
| food and dairy products as to the State or Territory in which 
| they are made or produced; 
| <A bill (H. R. 11171) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Nalley; 
A bill (H. R. 11400) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act in rela- 
| tion to taxes and tax sales in the District of Columbia,’’ approved 
| February 28, 1898; 

A bill (H. R. 11656) to incorporate the Society of the Army of 
| Santiago de Cuba; 
| A bill (H. R. 12086) to extend the time for the construction of 
| the East Washington Heights Traction Railroad Company; 
| <A bill (A. R. 12549) granting an increase of pension to Ransom 
Simmons; 

A bill (H. R. 12597) to accept, ratify, and confirm a proposed 
agreement submitted by the Kansas or Kaw Indians of Oklahoma, 
and for other purposes; ; 

A bill (H. R. 13172) to ratify and confirm an agreement with 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and for other pur- 

908e8; 

A bill (H. R. 14082) to provide for the construction of a bridge 
by the Duluth, Pierre and Black Hills Railroad Company across 
the Missouri River at Pierre, 8. Dak.; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 118) authorizing the Secretary of War 
| to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 
Arturo R. Calvo, of Costa Rica. 

TRIAL OF CASES IN THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, as there is no business before 
the Senate, as I understand, I desire to present to be read, and 
| therefore incorporated in the Recorp, a letter from Louis A. 
Pradt, Assistant Attorney-General. : 

Before sending the letter to the Secretary’s desk, I ask unani- 
mous consent to say just a word about it. On the 34 of Jane the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLarr], who is a great Senator, 
who in a distinguished career has rendered incalculable service 














1902. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 7655 


to the people of the United States, and who is an absolutely just | s#me was transmitted to the Court of Claims, and that they could not be 


rag ‘ 1 servati »>whic +a, | found; but that isan incident which, I take it, Senator PLATT would scarcely 
man, was led to make some observations which I thought reflected gharge to the Department of dustice. The assistant in charge of this.case 
upon the manner in which the interests of the Government were | has been engager for two or three weeks past in preparing his brief, which 
attended to in the Court of Claims by the Department of Justice. | in point of length is certainly not perfunctory, as it will contain over 200 


‘ note A lo a ei A an inine. | printed pages. I shall take the liberty of sending a copy of this brief when 
I know there is no one who would be less willing to do an injus- | i; j, completed to Senator PLATT, in order that he may make certain that 








tice to another than my friend from Connecticut. At the time I | the case has not been tried upon ex parte evidence, and that the defense has 

took occasion in a mild way to protest against the imputation, | mot been lacking in vigor. _ ea : be 

which I thought followed upon the Senator’s remarks, upon Mr. are ecient alam iene 

Pradt, who represents the Government in the Court of Claims. I oes pace ae as. 

have known him for many years, and I know him to be not only | PAYMASTER JAMES E. TOLFREE. 

an able lawyer, but an honest man and a very painstaking official.| Mr. BURTON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
Mr. Pradt on the 5th of June sent this letter to me, which I | sideration of the bill (S. 572 


. 5724) for the relief of Paymaster James 
E. Tolfree, United States Navy. I do this at the instance, first, 
of the senior Senator from California [Mr. Perkins], a member 
| of the Committee on Naval Affairs, and also of the senior Senator 
| from Maine [Mr. Hae], both of whom, I understand, are serv 
ing on a conference committee, and so can not be present. A sim- 
ilar bill has, I think. heretofore passed the Senate. 

> IPRS yn? > Lo > ; 7 > 2AaA in + 
Hon. Jonw:C. SPoonzR, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read in full 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. for the information of the Senate. 
My DEAR SENATOR: My attention has been called to certain remarksmade | The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

in the Senate yesierday by Senator PLarr of Connecticut, found in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL REC 10RD for the 4th instant, on pages 6698 and 6699, relating to-| 
the trial of cases in the Court of Claims. There is one statement which was 
thus made by Senator PLATT which I think demands a reply from me, as I 
am charged with the defense of all suits in the Court of Claims ancegs those | sonal property incurred by him by reason of the destruction by fire of the 
based upon Indian depredation claims, of which Assistant Attorney-General | Windsor House, at Yokohama, Japan, on the morning of February &, 1886 
Thompson has charge. It is this (epetitiog with reference to claims referred a : 2 : ~ aoe 
to the Court of Claims, and especially what are known as “ Indian” claims): Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to inquire of the 


“So the matter goes upon request. Then anex parte statement, which Jaws \ ittee or \ Yr °C ittee whe Yr » lia- 
has been carefully and skillfully prepared by the attorneys, is submitted to Naval Committee or of some other committee whether the lia 


the Court of Claims. It is true that the Attorney-General is directed to ap- | bility of the Government is accepted whenever there is a fire or 
pear and make defense, but that defense is usually perfunctory, and the | accident by which an officer in the naval or military service loses 
: —— Claims renders judgment practically upon an ex parte hearing of | some property? I have noticed at this session a good many bills 

"T feel warranted in considering this a very serious allegation, despite the | Which seem to proceed upon the idea that if_a person in the Gov- 
fact that the honorable Senator thereafter disclaimed any intention upon | ernment service, either in the Army or the Navy, loses property 
his part to “refleet upon the ability or diligence of anyone connected with | hy means of fire, shipwreck, or other accident, the Government 


a ——— ne oF Cla ois charged with the dnty of defend: | i-1iable and must make good such loss, I donot understand that 


I can not understand upon what grounds the honorable Senator acquits | in the ordinary case of loss of property by officers the Govern- 
me and my associates of any fault in this matter, if the charge is true. In | ment is under.any obligation whatever to make good their losses, 


my opinion, the allegation, if true, reflects unavoidably and most-seriously, : ee . : erate as 
not only upon the capacity and integrity of the officials of the Department | UNless it be certainly shown that there was some negligence on 
| the part of the Government or perhaps of some of its employees, 


send to the Secretary’s desk, and ask that it may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to reading 
the paper which the Senator sends to the desk? The Chair hears 
none, and the Secretary will read it. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., June 5, 1902. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be. and he is hereby, 
directed:to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise approp? 
ated, to James E. Tolfree, paymaster, United States Navy, the sum of $4,000, 
said sum to be a payment in full for all losses of both Government and pe 


of Justice charged with the defense of suits in the Court of Claims, but also 
upon the Court of Claims itself. Hapgily for all concerned, however, the | which makes the Government hable. 

honorable Senatoris wholly mistaken. There is not evena shadow of founda- | L donot liketo admit by the passage of such bills that every 
tion for the statement made. I have never known or heard of an instance eto admit by the passage of sucn bills that every 
in which the court ever accepted, inany ease before it, any ex parte testi- | person connected with the Army or the Navy, or even in the civil 
mony of ay eae eae Sp eemaet o ¢ erat —apeee | employment of the Government, is to be reimbursed for any 

iis rule of procedure go : e e called the ‘Bowman Act” ‘eat aad iat aia eat T oe ao , i 
cases, as the court has explicitly decided in Allen v. The United States (28 | damages he may sustain by accident whereby he loses property 
C. Cis. R., 141). : y : __ | while in the Government service. 

It is true that claimants present their cases to the court with as much skill| Mr. MITCHELL. I-will state to the Senator from Connecticut 
ant Dee as possible, but thisis done througha petition, and the Court | that the rule adopted vears ago in the Committee on Clai f 
of Claims requires the allegations therein contained to be proved as conclu- | adopted years ag 2€ Vommmittee on Ulalms 0 
sively and as much in accordance with the rules of evidence as would be re- | this body, when I served on that committee, went even further 
q uired in -. teneiaes by any other nl Me lg | oy ag ee —— of | than the Senator has stated. Even where there was negligence 

aims 18 &@ aiciai co 9 ot commis on, 8 rigorously gov- > - _ a , ‘ ‘ onan 7 ce Leen sl a 
erned in its procedure by the rules of the common law, except in those in- | 0? the part of employ ees of the Government it was held that 
stances where Congress itself has provided otherwise by explicit statute. would not make the Government liable. 

As bearing hos bee amepation —eee the Gefense of cases in the Court ot Mr. PLATT of C@nnecticut. This bill makes no discrimination 
Claims is usually perfunctory, I would refer, by way of illustration, to the mt vs ae aan Oe age aoa a 
facts set forth in my last report to the Attorney-General. During the year | © hatever, if I caught the reading of it aright. It seems to pro- 
1901 this — — 158 —— jurisdiction -—. a of 7 judgment | ceed upon the idea that because there was an accident, a fire, in 
was for the United States, the amount claimed being $1,745,265. In 125 cases, | which an officer lost some property, the Government is to reim- 
claiming $825,358, judgments were rendered for the claimants, the amount pro} ; ; , 





: | burse him. I wish the bill might be again read 
recovered being $263,899. ae eee eee 7 “o a. s sen sess P 
In what are known as “Congressional” cases coming to the Court of | The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be again read. 
Claims sader the armen an ee ati the whole sumber of enone The Secretary again read the bill. 
disposed of was 2,220. ese ere were dismissed 2,114; the amoun »- COCRRE “ ee the « mite S Sie Geshe 
claimed in 1,604 of them (no amounts being stated in 510 cases), was $5,866,220. Mr. COCKRELL. I want to call the attention of the Senator 


In 6 cases judgment was rendered for the defendants, the amount claimed | from Conneeticut to the fact that this seems to be a double-bar- 

peng ey tbe cleimen ta necovered in sep saan she amount claimed in | reled bill. It proposes to pay this officer for his own property 
lem being $2, ian e amount awardec 0,058. - matin mete tad heen tS oc aaa . water re 
During the same year three departmental cases were determined by the | and also to pay him fe . Government prop rty : 

court, being the claims of the States of Maine, New Hampshire,and Penn-| Mr. LODGE. He is already reimbursed for that. 

syivania. Cieaansenve my pemenel + oo” elec | Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I can easily see that if a paymas- 

in them was $2, ), and the amount recovered was ,000. | dcces eeemet Sendeemnesin ir eer camer call ah aaa ed 
But as the remarks of Senator PLATT seem to be especially directed to | ter_was intrusted with funds, with money of the Governmen+, 

‘Indian cases,” I callattention to the fact that as shown by my report above | and that money was destroyed by fire, the officer ought not to be 

relevese to there 7 three of these enanntier ana qeleesrine by the aes held accountable for it. 

of Claims during the past year, and in each of them judgment was rendere » ‘WE Teal one . a en nme et cnet the dete . 

in favor of the United States. One of these was a case of extraordinary im- | Mr. MITCHELL. Unless the loss was occasioned by his own 

portance, involving millions of dollars, and requiring the attention of one of negligence. ’ y ; 

iny assistants for several months. a ; Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But this bill proposes to reim- 

ees I note that the honorable Senator makes the following specifica- | pyyse him for both Government property and his own personal 
“T know of one case sent to the Court of Claims last year which involved | property destroyed in a fire—there may be a report stating all 

pa ern: peste cqmocunaisiinn ae nesemaeiees entiation ASiaies | the circumstances of the fire—where we do not have in the bill 

iad investigated it with great care and had discovered documentsand records | , Rm sails 8 Saltiiten of » -Clowernment g 

which seem to sustain the Government-side of the case. The case was tried. anything stated showing the liability of the Government. I 

there a report accompanying this bill? 


'“he direction of the committee was that all the papers and documents which | : 

oe howe coijected shen be placed the hands ob te A tterngy Generel, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a report. 

ut it turned out that in some way they never reached him, and those de- | > aft Ct hele , ‘ke he renor 

fenses which the Committee on Indian Affairs had so carefully and labori- | Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to have the report 
ously discovered never were applied to the ease at all.” read. f a ae 

“ The case thus nefenved tobes not yet been tried, but is now pending in the | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

-ourt of Claims. eassistant attorney to whom the case was assigned spent . f Yr nf etic *he rem AV Zi some expla- 
ten weeks last summer in the taking of testimony in the case. e has had Mr. PLATT of Conne tac ut. tore Pp - a _ — > ’ 

several consultations with members of the Committee on Indian Affairs of | Nation which will establish the liability of the Government. 

the Senate, and has received from them all information regarding the case that The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. HaLE on the 
could poses be thus obtained. In preparing the defense he has made use | 4th instant, as follows: 
of all the documents relating to the case which were sent to this Department | a. 5 : 
by that committee. It is true we have been informed by one distinguished The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S$) 5724) 


member of the committee, who has been of invaluable help to us in the ease, | for the relief of Paymaster James E. Tolfree, United States Navy, having 
that cortain documents had disappeared from the files of the case before the ' considered the same, beg leave to report thata like bill was favorably re- 
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ported by your committee in the Fifty-fifth Congress, second session, passed 
the Senate, and was favorably reported to the House, but failed of action 
therein 

Your committee again recommend the passage of the bill and adopt as 
their report that previously submitted in the Fifty-fifth Congress, second 
session, as follows: 

[Senate Report No. 412, Fifty-fifth Congress, second session. } 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1212) 
for the relief of Paymaster James E. Tolfree, United States Navy, having 
considered the same, recommend its passage, and adopt as their report that 
previously submitted on a like bill and appended herewitb. 


[Senate Report No. 404, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2775) 
for the relief of Paymaster James E. Toifree, United States Navy, having 
had the same under consideration, beg leave to submit the following report: 

A bill of this same character and identical in its provisions was considered 
by this committee during the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress. and 
favorably reported to the Senate on June 3, 1886. The committee are still of 
the same opinion, and report the bill without amendment with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, and append hereto and make a part of this report 
the former report made on June 30, 1885. 

The bill also passed the Senate in the Fiftieth Congress. 

[Senate report No. 1421, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on Naval Affairs submit the following letter as the com- 
mittee’s report on Senate bill 2399: 

U. 8. FLAGSHIP TRENTON, 
Yokohama, Japan, March 8, 1886. 


Sir: In obedience to your order of the 5th instant we have the honor to 
report as follows: Paymaster James E. Tolfree having been ordered to join 
the Trenton at this place, and arriving several days before the Trenton, had 
taken up his quarters at the Windsor. 

Upon the arrival of the Trenton, on the afternoon of the 7th ultimo, Pay- 
master Tolfree reported for duty on board, but being unable to occupy his 


quarters, Paymaster Lyon not having been detached, he returned to the | 


Windsor House. Ata little past 4on the morning of the &th ultimothe Wind- 
sor House was discovered to be on fire. Paymaster Tolfree, upon awaken- 
ing. found his room full of smoke and lighted by flames from the fire, which 
was in an adjoining room. 
the hotel corridor to arouse the inmates of the other rooms. 

In 
small handbags fro1ra his room, he tried to render what assistance he could 
to clear the hotel of guests, who were dazed by the smoke. After going 
downstairs he went to the trunk-room, where most of his luggage was stored, 
and endeavored to drag therefrom a box containing books and blanks, the 
property of the United States, as well as the pay rolls, final returns, and 
other papers appertaining to his last quarterly accounts as paymaster of the 
U.S. R. 8. Vermont. This box was too heavy for him to handle alone: he 
could obtain no assistance, and was finally driven by the flames to relin- 
quish his attempt to save the property. 

The flames were so rapid in their advance that there appears to have been 
little time to look to the saving of anything but human fife. We learn that 
several of the inmates of the house barely escaped with their lives. That 
the contents of the box above mentioned were entirely destroyed there can 
be no doubt, and we are of the opinion that Paymaster Tolfree should be 
held free from blame for their loss, both as to their being at the hotel and as 
to his failure to save them from the flames. 

The following isa list of the _—_ property destroyed, so far as can be 
ascertained from Paymaster Tolfree: 

One book containing 50 sets blank bills of exchange, with accompanying 
letters of advice, blanks, etc. 

Pay officers’ pay rolls, books. blanks, etc. 
of Navy Department circulars, book of instructions, pay tables, naval regis- 
ters, etc. 
R Vermont and U.S. 8. Dispatch. 

Paymaster Tclfree was accompanied by his clerk, fir. Charles Blake, who 
bad also reported for duty on board the Trenton, and who had under his 
charge a few books and pamphlets belonging to the United States, which 
were destroyed. The entire outfits of Paymaster Tolfree and Pay Clerk 
Blake for three years were stored at the hotel and were destroyed. 


Very respectfully, 
ASA WALKER, 
Lieutenant, U. 8S. N. 
WM. T. SWINBURNE, 
Lieutenant, U.S. N. 
THEO. B. M. MASON, 
Lieutenant, U.S. N. 


Ss 


Rear-Admiral Joun Lee Davis, U.S. N., 
Commanding U. 8S. Naval Force on Asiatic Station, 


JOHN LEE DAVIS, U. 58. N.., 


Commanding U.S. Naval Force on Asiatic Station. 


Approved. 


U.8. FLAGSHIP TRENTON (2d rate), 
Yokohama, Japan, March 3, 1886. 

Sir: I have the honor to inform you that after having, in obedience to 
orders from the Navy Department, reported to you for duty on the arrival 
of the Trenton from Nagasaki, Sunday afternoon, February 7, 1886, I re- 
turned for the night to the Windsor House, where my luggage was stored, 
there being no quarters for me on board until Paymaster Lyon could trans- 
fer accounts 

That night, a few minutes after 4 o'clock, the hotel was found to be on fire. 
The wind was blowing in such a way at the time as to cause the flames to 
speedily envelop the building, leaving the occupants only opportunity to 


escape, and giving them little chance to save property. | a ; 
The hotel building was completely obliterated, and, in addition to losing 


my entire outfit provided for a three years’ cruise, I had the misfortune to 
lose a quantity of Government books and blanks, including one book con- 
taining fifty sets blank bills of exchange intended for use on this station, be- 
sides the pay rolls, final returns, etc., appertaining to my last quarterly 
accounts of the U. 8. R. 8. Vermont. 


The above-mentioned books, blanks, returns, etc., were packed together | 


in one large chest, which I endeavored to drag out of the burning building, 
but from its weight was unable to do so. : 

Accompanying me in the hotel was Charles Blake, pay clerk, United States 
Navy, who had reported with me for duty the day before, and who also lost 
nie entire outfit, saving only the one suit in which he escaped from the 
UuLdIneg. 

In view of these facts I deem it my duty to ask that proper steps may be 
taken to relieve me from the responsibility for these serious losses, and also 


lastily throwing on a few clothes he rushed into | 
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to account for my being out of the ship after having reported for duty under 
your command. 
Iam, sir, respectfully, your obedient servant, . : 
JAMES E. TOLFREE, 
Paymaster, United States Navy. 

Rear-Admiral Jonn Lee Davis, U.S. N.., . 

Commanding United States Naval Force on Asiatic Station. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Nothing appears in the report to 
determine the value of the property lost by this officer. There is 
no suggestion as to the amount or value of the property. There 
is no inventory whatever. There is nothing to show that the 
Government is in any way liable for this loss, except that he was 
ordered to report to the Trenton, which was lying in the harbor, 
and that he did not find the proper quarters on the Trenton and 
so went toa hotel. I think I shall object to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is objected to. 

Mr. BURTON. I simply wish to state that I know nothing at 
all about the bill, and only called it up, as I said, at the request of 
the chairman of the Naval Affairs Committee and another mem- 
ber of that committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. A few days ago the Senate passed a bill for 
the relief of Capt. James F. McIndoe, an officer of the Engineer 
Corps, who had lost his property by fire while endeavoring to 
save the property of the Government. I called attention to the 
case, and challenged it. In that report it was stated: 

The law authorizing a recovery in cases of this character provides that 
the proper officers of the Treasury shall ‘determine the value of the private 
property belonging to officersand enlisted men in the military service of the 
United States which has been, or may hereafter be, lost or destroyed in the 
military service, under the following circumstances: 

“First. When such loss or destruction was without fault or negligence on 
the part of the claimant.” : 

(The second item has no application to this case.) _ 

“Third. Where it appears that the loss or destruction of the private prop- 
erty of the claimant was in consequence of his having given his attention to 
the saving of the property belonging to the United States which was in dan- 


| ger at the time and under similar circumstances.” 


ignorance of the extent of the fire, stopping to take nothing but two | 


There seems to be some statute upon the subject. I remember 
several cases of this kind which have been acted upon favorably. 
I have not looked up the statute. I endeavored to find it in the 
index, but I could not. Perhaps the Senator from Connecticut 


| will be able to find it. 


Book containing complete set | 


Rough pay rolls, final returns, etc., appertaining to accounts of | 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. The bill has been objected to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know it goes over, but it ought not to go 
over if it is a just measure. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is nothing here to show how 
much property or what the value of the property was that was 
lost. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is another thing. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. We ought to be informed on that 
subject. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was not objecting to the bill going over, but 
I simply wanted to call the attention of the Senator to the facts 
which I have stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. 


CERTAIN NEW MEXICAN BONDS, 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 14383) to validate certain acts of 
the legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico with 
reference to the issuance of certain bonds. I thought the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] was in the Chamber. He objected 
to the bill the other day. 

Mr. BERRY. I will ask the Senator from Indiana whether 
this is the bill to which the Senator from Tennessee objected? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is,and I sent for the Senator from Ten- 
nessee some little time ago. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
PATTERSON] is now present. Iwill say to the Senator from Colo- 
rado that I have just asked consent for the consideration of the 
House bill 14383, to validate certain acts of the Territory of New 
Mexico with reference to the issuance of certain bonds for the 


| building of buildings for the insane asylum and two educational 
| institutions, and devoting to the payment thereof the revenues 


from land. Perhaps the Senator from Colorado remembers it. 
Mr. PATTERSON. No; I was at the meeting of the committee 
when the measure was considered, and in the absence of the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee, who objected to the bill when it was called 
up once before, I object to its present consideration, because I 


| know he desires to have the objection entered. 


| 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will go over. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have the floor, and I wish to retain it for 
amoment. Does the Senator from Texas desire to be heard on 
this matter? 

Mr. BAILEY. 


Objection being made, the bill 





Not on the bill which has just gone over. 
MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZ. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S, 5422) authorizing the county of Mari- 








1902. 








copa, Territory of Arizona, toissue bonds for the construction of | 


reservoirs and dams for water storage, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BAILEY. I rise toa point of order. The Senator from 
Indiana said he had the floor. Of course he could not get it on 
one bill and, that being objected to, hold it for others. I make 
no point, however. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
the information. 
the Senator held the floor and yielded to other Senators. 

Mr. BAILEY. I did not 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will not have any controversy with the 
Senator. Iam satisfied he is correct. I ask unanimous consent 
for the consideration of the bill named. 

Mr. PATTERSON. This is a very long bill, and will occupy 
quite a time in its reading. It is a bill which provides for the 
issuance of two and one-quarter million dollars of bonds for local 
improvements in one of the counties of Arizona. It is a measure 
which ought to receive very full consideration by the Senate, and 
for that reason I object, if I may, before the reading of the bill 
in full. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator desires to make objection 
upon that ground, of course I will not take the time of the Senate 
in having the bill read. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I would object to it in any event. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is that the only ground upon which the 
Senator objects? The truth about it is thatit is a bill upon which 
the immediate progress and prosperity of the people of Arizona, 
in the increase of population, and even in retaining the popula- 
tion they have down there, seriously depend, and I had hoped 
that the Senator would join with me in an effort to extend this 
much-needed and earnestly-prayed-for relief. 


DISTRICT STREET RAILWAYS, 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12805) requiring the Ana- 
costia and Potomac River Railroad Company to extend its llth street line, 
and for other purposes, having met, after fulland free conference have agreed 
tor comgnenll and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered one, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
“In lieu of the proviso proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment, 
insert: ‘ Provided, That until the line of railroad on 11th street is further ex- 
tended, cars may be switched on lith street between Whitney and Lydecker 
avenues; and Provided further, That until provision is made for a further ex- 
tension of the line of the Metropolitan Railroad Company on Old 16th street 
cars may be switched on Old 16th street between Grant and Park streets,” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered two and agree to the same. 

Number the sections consecutively, 


Tam very much obliged tothe Senator for 





J. H. GALLINGER, 
H. C. HANSBROUGH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. W. BABCOCK, 
SYDNEY E. MUDD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 


BEILINBERG AGAINST SCOTT, 


Mr. BAILEY. Asthere seems to be no important and pressing 
matter before the Senate, I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the resolution calling upon the Secretary of State for certain 
papers, a resolution which I introduced a few days ago. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the reso- 
lution submitted by Mr. BarLey on the 23d instant, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Secretary of State be, 
and he is hereby, requested to transmit to the Senate all of the papers in the 
case of Beilinberg against Scott, including all communications sent to and 
received from the ambassador of the United States to Mexico in respect to 

ie Same. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, for several months I have been 
striving to protect, through the State Department, the right of an 
American in Mexico, but instead of the prompt and cordial co- 
operation which I had a right to expect from the officers of this 
Government I have encountered such delays and such hindrances 
as have forced me to conclude that those in charge of this matter 
are either grossly incompetent properly to perform their duties 
or else they are shamefully indifferent to the rights of an Amer- 
ican citizen in a foreign land. In order to be as brief as possible, 
will barely recite the facts which make it desirable to have these 

japers, 

, several years ago a Mr. Scott, who was formerly a resident of 
Texas, obtained an option on a large tract of land in Mexico. 
The option was purely a speculative one, Scott having no means 
to conclude for himself a purchase involving such a large amount, 
and he contracted with Beilinberg and others, or at least con- 
tracted with men through whom Beilinberg derives his claim, 
that if they would find a purchaser for this land on which he held 
an option he would give them a certain commission. 

In pursuance of this contract, these people sought and found 
what was at one time supposed to be a purchaser, The price and 





Thad a brilliant example the other day when | 
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terms were agreed upon; but this purchaser was either unavilling 
or unable to conclude the transaction, and it fell to the ground. 

Afterwards Dr. Scott, for himself, and without any assistance 
or suggestion from these parties with whom he had formerly con- 
tracted, found a purchaser for this land, and consummated the 
sale of it to that purchaser whom he had found. A part of the 
consideration was a deferred payment due to Scott himself; and 
when this debt matured the party, having, it is charged, col- 
luded with Beilinberg, instead of searching for Dr. Scott and pay- 
ing the money to him, according to his contract, attempted to 
deposit it in a bank to Dr. Scott’s credit, so that Beilinberg could 
attach it, and when it was deposited the officer who accompanied 
Beilinberg levied upon it. The money was turned over to Beil- 
inberg, who is represented as totally irresponsible in a financial 
way,and no bond was exacted from him for its return in case the 
lawsuit should be decided adversely to him and in favor of this 
American citizen. 

The matter proceeded to a trial, and in that trial one of the 
main questions, indeed the most important question and the very 
basis of the action, was the written contract entered into in the 
first instance, as I have just recited. These parties, Beilinberg 
and his associates, or Beilinberg without associates, in this lawsuit, 
filed in the Mexican court this contract, which had originally been 
made and signed by Dr. Scott, asa basis of theiraction. In order 
to make the old contract meet the requirements of the lawsuit 
there were certain interlineations and erasures. That contract 
was entered into at San Antonio, Tex., and being a Texas con- 
tract, of course, should be construed according to the law of the 
place where it was made. Under the law of Texas these inter- 
lineations and erasures devolved upon the man who presented the 
contract so interlined and erased the obligation to explain them. 

But contrary to that, when Dr. Scott was brought into 
court, it is represented to me that this procedure was had, I 
desire to say here that I know nothing about Dr. Scott him- 
self, except that he was formerly a resident of Texas, and is an 
American citizen; but the representation is made to me by his 
attorney, who is as reputable a man as can be found at the Texas 
bar and upon whose assurance I do not hesitate one moment to 
rely, that in the progress of the trial, when the plaintiff, Beilin- 
berg, attempted to establish his right of action against Dr. 
Scott on this interlined and erased contract, Dr. Scott’s attor- 
ney was excluded from the court room, and Scott himseif was 
subjected to a rigid and persistent examination, in which they 
sought to confine him merely to a categorical answer to the ques- 
tion, ‘‘ Did you sign this paper?’’ Of course he had signed that 
paper, but not in the form in which it then appeared. 

Finding no protection for his rights in that country, he ap- 
pealed to the American ambassador to Mexico, and Dr. Scott 
assures me that the American ambassador's advice to him was to 
leave the country. That was the protection which he said he re- 
ceived from the American ambassador. It would be difficult for 
me to believe that such advice was given by a representative of 
this Government to a citizen of his own country, except for the 
subsequent proceedings in this case. 

Dr. Scott, through his attorney, then appealed to the State De- 
partment at Washington, and the American ambassador was 

‘alled upon to send the papers here, or he may have sent them 
before that call. Among those papers was a copy of this inter- 
lined and erased contract, and the Senate will share my amaze- 
ment when I say that the copy of the contract as originally sent 
to the State Department by the American ambassador to Mexico 
did not bear a trace of either erasure or interlineation, and yet 
the interlineations and erasures were the very issue in the case. 

When Dr. Scott told me that that document was transmitted 
in that form by the American minister, I doubted his word, and 
I told him to go to the State Department and procure a copy of 
it forme. He went to the State Department and the State De- 
partment declined to furnish him a copy of that paper, stating 
that he wanted to use it against the American ambassador to 
Mexico. 

If anything could have increased my amazement, that action of 
the State Department did, and I thereupon addressed a letter to 
the Secretary of State, or, to be exactly accurate, I first required 
Dr. Scott to write me a letter stating this refusal on the part of 
the State Department to furnish him with a copy of that docu- 
ment. 

I then wrote to the State Department, calling for an explana- 
tion as to how it could happen that an American citizen was re- 
fused a copy of a paper in a case in which he had been compelled 
to appeal to the State Department for its protection. The State 
Department replied, not denying that they had refused this copy 
to Dr. Scott, nor denying that they had refused it upon the ground 
that he wanted it for use against the American ambassador, 
against whom charges were then pending, those charges not hav- 
ing been preferred by Dr. Scott, but by another American citizen, 
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who felt that his rights had not been properly protected by the 
American ambassador to Mexico. 

In the letter replying to my first letter to the Secretary of State 
I was reminded by the Solicitor of the State Department that I 
had refused to introduce Dr. Scott at the White House or at the 
State Department; and that was true. But it was distinctly 
stated to the State Department that my refusal was not based 
upon anything I knew that might reflect upon the character or 
conduct of Dr. Seott, but was purely because I did not know 
enough about him to’ vouch for what he might say. But I 
stated both te the President of the United States and to the 
State Department that I did know the attorney of Dr. Scott and 
that I did not hesitate to assume responsibility for any of his 
statements. 

After this attorney for Dr. Scott had remained here for more 
than six weeks trying to secure from the State Department an 
instruction to the American ambassador to indicate to the Gov- | 
ernment of Mexico that upon the facts then in possession of the 
State Department this Government thought Dr. Scott. had a right 
to complain of his treatment in the Mexican courts, we finally 
prevailed upon the Secretary of State, or rather upon the Solicitor 
of the State Department, for the whole transaction was with him, 
to issue an instruction to the American ambassador to Mexico 
embodying that statement. 

That instruction was sent over twomonthsago. Abouttwenty 
days ago I received a communication from the attorney for Dr. 
Scott, stating that the American ambassador to Mexico had sent 
a communication to the Government of Mexico, but had pre- 
termitted all reference to this vital point of his imstructions, to 
obtain which Dr. Scott’s attorney had remained in this city over 
two months. 

Mr. CARMACK. Did the Senator see the copy of the contract? 

Mr. BAILEY. I did not. When this attorney drafted an in- 
struction and the Solicitor of the State Department had about 
agreed to accept it and transmit it, he then refused to doit. I 
then went with the attorney for Dr. Scott to the State Depart- 
ment, and we finally agreed upon an instruction, which was sent; 
and though that instruction was deemed so important by the 
Solicitor for the State Department that he doubted for two months 
about giving it and finally gave it in a modified form, yet I have 
in my desk a copy of the communication of the American ambas- 
sador to the Mexican authorities, and there is no single reference 
to that part of the instruction. 

Receiving this, my amazement still increased; and I filed with 
the State Department a copy of their own instructions to the 
American ambassador, accompanied by a copy of the American 
ambassador’s communication to the Mexican minister, and asked 
the State Department to take some action. After waiting for ten 
days I received a telegram from Dr. Scott’s attorney asking me 
what action the State Department hadtaken. The nextmorning 
after receiving that telegram Iwent tothe State Department and 
was told that they had taken no action at all. 

When I began to complain about their delay and hindrances 
and their lack of sympathy with the effort to protect the rights 
of this American citizen, the Solicitor for the State Department 
then began to instruct a young man in the office to bring in cer- 
tain papersin thecase. I rose and said, *‘ Mr. Solicitor, I will not 
examine those papers here. I want to see all the papers in this 
case. I will not see some of them by your grace. Iwill go where 
I think there is power to have these papers brought.’’ That is 
_ the reason why I have introduced this resolution, so that the 
Senate may be in full possession of the facts. 

Now, Mr. President, all of the matters that I have stated are not 
within my knowledge, of course. Someofthem Ihave statedupon 
representation to me, and I have not stated half that has been rep- 
resented tome. If all that has been told to me were to be retold 
by me to the Senate, then the American ambassador, if these 
charges could be sustained, would beinstantly recalled. Iam not 
yet willing to become responsible for asking the Senate totakeany 
steps which might lead to that extreme, but I do say that when 
the Senate is in possession of all these papers, and when all these 
facts are developed and vouched for in a proper way, if one-half 
of what has been represented to me is true, I shall present resolu- 
tions here which will demand the recall of the American minis- 
ter to Mexico and compel the Solicitor of the State Departmentto 
resign his place. 

I will go so far as to say that the people interested with Dr. 
Scott charge that one of the reasons why the American ambassa- 
dor to Mexico has not been more prompt and vigorous in protect- 
ing the rights of Dr. Scott is that some of the people identified 





with Beilinberg in the prosecution of this lawsuit are connected | 


with the American ambassador in a mining enterprise in Mexico. 


That he is connected with a mining enterprise, and is a director 
in that Mexican corporation, can be abundantly proved by the 
records both in that country and in this. 

Mr. SPOONER. 


I was not in the Chamber, and may Iask the 
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Senator to state ina word the instruction which he alleges the 
ambassador omitted. 

Mr. BAILEY. The instruction was this, that heshould inform 
the Government of Mexico that with all the facts then before it 
the State Department believed that Dr. Scott had a just ground 
for his complaint against his treatment in Mexico. Now, that 
may not appear so very important except when you consider that 
in a diplomatic correspondence it is a fairly strong statement, 
though not so strong as I believed they were entitled to have. 

I was not able to decide for myself during these two months of 
tedious intercession at the State Department whether the State 
Department did not care or did not know what was right in the 
matter. It is certain that we could never get the solicitor of the 
State Department to go to the bottom of the law question. He 
would hesitate and he would doubt. When we would say the 
law was this, he would not say it was not, nor would he accept our 
statement thatit was. But throughout those two months, when 
that citizen of the United States, representing another citizen of 
the United States, was compelled to wait in this city, he never 
got a directand satisfactory answer to any proposition from the 
State Department. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). 
the Senator from Texas yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let me ask the Senator this question: 
Did the State Department or the Solicitor give the Senator any 
reason for not furnishing him the papers or any reason why the 
Department took no action? 

Mr. BAILEY. No, sir. The reason they did not furnish Dr, 
Scott with a copy of the paper which he applied for at my re- 
quest—because I doubted if his statement to me was correct— 
was that he wanted to use that paper against the American 
ambassador. As I stated a while ago, it will be borne in mind 
that charges had been made against the American ambassador to 
Mexico. Whatever became of those charges I am not advised. 
I went to the State Department and volunteered that when they 
were ready to take them up I knew some facts that I would be 
glad to put in their possession. 

I made the same statement to the President of the United States 
in the presence of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Burton], and 
yet in the face of that voluntary offer on the part of a Senator in 
the Congress of the United States to furnish them with such in- 
formation as he might possess, the American ambassador to 
Mexico came to this city and seemed to have satisfied the author- 
ities of the State Department, and from that day to this I have 
never been invited to tell them anything I knew, but on the con- 
trary the effort has been to keep me from knowing anything more 
than I had already found out. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understood the Senator to say that he 
had not been permitted to examine all the papers in this case, and 
if that were true I wanted to know whether the State Department 
just simply denied him that request autocratically without giving 
any reason for their denial. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator states that more strongly than I 
did. I did not say that I had been denied the opportunity to ex- 
amine them myself. I stated that I went to the Solicitor’s office 
the other morning to inquire what they had done in reference to 
the ambassador’s refusal to communicate this most important part 
of his instruction to the Mexican authorities, and while there, in- 
stead of sending for all the papers in the case they began to in- 
struct a messenger to get particular papers in the case, and I de- 
clined then and there to examine the particular papers for which 
the Solicitor was sending, and declared that I intended to see that 
whole file of papers, including the instrument, an-incorrect copy 
of which was sent to the State Department. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The question which I addressed to t! 
Senator is whether or not the State Department or any official 
thereof, the Solicitor or others, refused to give him reasons for 
the acts or omissions of which he now complains. Did they give 
no reasons for their action? 

Mr. BAILEY. The reason they gave for not protesting against 
the American ambassador's delinquency was that they were sat- 
isfied he was right and was acting for the best interest of all con- 
cerned. I was not able to determine, when they used the expres- 
sion ‘‘for the best interest of all concerned,’’ whether they 
referred to this American, Dr. Scott, or referred to the Mexicans 
who were interested with the ambassador in the mining entet- 

rise. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 
Senator began his remarks, and I only canght a moment 
reference to the action of the Solicitor of the State Department. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes, sir; and I desire here and now to say %" 
I include him distinctly in the description I first gave of one Ww) 
was either grossly incompetent to perform his duties or shaic- 
fully indifferent to the rights of an American citizen. 
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Mr. FAIRBANKS. Those are general statements. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; I make it particular and apply it to the So- 
licitor of the State Department. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Of course, itis well to get at the truth, and 
the Senator does not desire to do anything else. I happen to 
know the Solicitor of the State Department. He is a very able 
lawyer.a man of the very highest character, as conscientiously 
devoted to his duty as the Senator or any other Senator upon the 
floor is to his. I wish to find out, in order that no injustice may 
be done, just what the specific charges are which the Senator has 
to make. He may have stated them already. 

Mr. BAILEY. I stated most distinctly than an American citi- 
zen went to the Solicitor of the State Department asking for a 


case. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. When? 

Mr. BAILEY. And that the Solicitor of the State Department 
declined to furnish him with a copy and assigned as a reason 
that this citizen wanted to use that paper against the American 
ambassador. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 
please state? 

Mr. BAILEY. Ihave the letters in my possession. I would 
not undertake to state the date, but I have the letter from the 
State Department in which they state practically that what Dr. 
Scott alleged was true. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 


On what date was that, if the Senator will 


I think it would be well for the Senator to 


letter and not to make any wholesale charge against the State 
Department. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have stated as distinctly as I could that this 
whole transaction was with the Solicitor of the State Depart- 
ment. He is the man who refused to furnish the copy; he is the 
man who finally gave the instruction that the American ambas- 
sador refused to execute, and he is the man who, when his atten- 
tion was called to the refusal. or the failure of the American 
ambassador to countenance the instruction of the State Depart- 
ment, made excuses for the failure. 

Mr. HALE. Will the two Senators yield to me for a moment 
that I may submit a conference report? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sess the Senator from Texas 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes, sir. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House agrees to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 15108) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes, recedes from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 34, insists upon its dis- 
agreement to amendments numbered 9, 26, 81, 82, 87, 88, 90, 91, 
93, 99, and 116, wpon which the committee of conference were un- 
able to agree, agrees to the further conference asked for by the 


Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and | 


had appointed Mr. Cannon, Mr. Barney, and Mr. LivinasTon 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


j 


| 


| time when. 
state what officia) in the State Department furnished him this | 
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being absent from the city and a conferee on the deficiency ap- 
propriation bill, may be excused from further service on the com- 
mittee, and that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockrELL] be 
appointedin his place. Isthere objection? The Chair hears none. 
The Senator from Missouri is appointed a conferee in the place of 
the Senator from Colorado, and the Secretary will please notify 
the House of Representatives of the change. 


BEILINBERG AGAINST SCOTT, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution sub- 
mitted by Mr. BarLey on the 23d instant, requesting the Secretary 


| of State to transmit to the Senate all of the papers in the case of 
copy of the paper which had been filed there in this citizen’s own | 


Beilinberg against Scott, including all communications sent to 
and received from the ambassador of the United States to Mex- 
ico in respect to the same. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If I may tax the kindness of my friend a 
moment more, I should like the Senator to give, if he will, about 
the date when he first made this application to the Solicitor of the 
State Department. I ask for the reason that he has made a grave 
charge, and knowing the Solicitor of the State Department as I 
do, I have no doubt whatever that he can justify in the fullest 
‘degree his position. In order that he may do so, I wish that the 
Senator would be as specific as to the time when he made the ap- 
plication as he can. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, it is not important as to the 
The important question is, was the application made? 
But I will say, for the information of the Senator from Indiana, 


| that it must have been two months, or possibly three months 


ago. Doesthe Senator mean the application for the instruction 
or does he refer to the application for the paper? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I did not know of two applications. 
said, I did not hear the Senator’s statement. 

Mr. BAILEY. One application was made by Dr. Scott him- 
self for a copy of a paper which had been transmitted to the 
State Department by the American ambassador to Mexico. The 
paper was the basis of a lawsuit in Mexico. It bore certain in- 
terlineations and erasures, which, according to the contention of 
Dr. Scott and his attorneys, destroyed the prima facie value of 
it. The American ambassador sent a copy of that paper here 


As lI 





without any of the interlineations or erasures. Of course, if the 
paper had come in that form, then the charge Dr. Scott had made 
against the Mexican courts for their manner of dealing with him 
was not supported. 

When Dr. Scott told me that the American ambassador, under 
those circumstances, had sent a paper here bearing no traces of 
erasures or interlineations, I frankly say to the Senator from 
Indiana, as I have already said to the Senate, that I did not ac- 
cept his statement, and Itold him that I wanted him to procure 
an exact copy of that paper asit had been filed in the State De- 
partment. Upon my demand, he applied to the State Depart- 
ment for a copy. and the Solicitor of the State Department de- 
clined to give it to him upon the ground that Dr. Scott wanted to 
| use the paper against the American ambassador. 
| Now, the imputationagainst the American ambassador in that 
| refusal was quite as sharp as any I have mentioned here to-day, 
because if it should be true- 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is that true? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; it is true that he wanted to use it against 
the American ambassador. I wanted it myself, because my judg- 
| ment is deliberate that an American ambassador who sends to 
| the State Department at Washington a paper purporting to be an 








The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two houses | exact copy of a paper filed in a foreign court that is not a copy of 


on the amendment of the Senate numbered 91 to the bill (H. R, 14046) mak- 
ing appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1903, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 


been unable to agree. 
EUGENE HALE, 


GEORGE C. PERKINS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


GEORGE EDMUND FOSS, 
R. W. TAYLER, 
ADOLPH MEYER, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
The report was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. 
still in disagreement and ask for a further conference. 
The motion was agreed to. 
_ By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
Have, Mr, Perkins, and Mr. TrLiMaN were appointed. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent that upon the conference 
on the deficiency appropriation bill, owing to the absence of the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. CockRrEL1] supply his place, and the House be notified. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TsLLEeR], 





: . . | 
I move that the Senate insist upon its amendment 





| that paper deserves instantly to be recalled. Isnot that the opin- 
ion of the Senator from Indiana? 

| Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, Mr. President, I will ask the Sena- 

| tor whether he knows that this paper is not an exact copy? 

| Mr. BAILEY. Thatis what I was trying to find out. I re- 

| peat, if it was sent and was not a true copy the American ambas- 
sador ought to be recalled. If it was a true copy, then Dr. 

| Scott’s representation to me was false, and I would have dis- 

missed the whole transaction. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What does the Solicitor of the State 

| partment,of whom the Senator complains, say about that’ 

| Mr. BAILEY. He said that he refused to give it to Dr. Scott 

| because Dr. Scott wanted to use it against the American ambas- 

sador. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does not the Senator think if that was 
true, without any other facts being stated, that would be a good 
and sufficient reason? 

Mr. BAILEY. Not atall. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Otherwise would not the State Depart- 
| ment and the whole diplomatic service be liable to be disorganized 
at any time? The Senator does not make his case complete, Mr. 
President. since he addressed a question to me. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I stand upon the proposition 
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which the Senator from Indiana has not yet answered, that if an | because the other day when I happened to mention something 
| about it he said to me he held it as executor. 


American ambassador to a foreign country were to file in the 


State Department of his own country a paper purporting to be a | 


i 
| 


copy of a paper filed in the court of a foreign country and the | 


paper filed by the American ambassador was not a correct copy 
of the paper filed in the court of the foreign country, then he 
ought to be recalled instantly, unless he could prove that he had 
made an honest mistake. 

The suggestion that the State Department might be disorgan- 
ized by exposing the fact that the American ambassador filed 
papers purporting to be correct copies that were not correct copies 
does not appeal very strongly to my sense of justice or orderly 
procedure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Were my colleague [Mr. TELLER] here, I 
know that he world throw some light upon at least a part of this 
controversy. If the Senator from Texas will yield to me long 


Nor was that the point. 
Mr. President—— 
Does the Senator from Texas 


enough for me to tell what his statement would be, which I know | 
| tion as director on that board, and that a sufficient number of 


through conversations with him, I should like to do so. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will be very glad to do that, Mr. President. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It relates to so much of a charge against 
the American ambassador to Mexico that connects him with some 
Mexican mining corporations. 

A kinsman of the American ambassador died in Denver some 
two or three years ago, leaving a large estate which, by his will, 


was to be used for the purpose of establishing an educational in- | 


stitution in Denver for boys. 
portion of that estate consisted of interests in mines in Mexico. 
Judge Moses Hallet was appointed the executor of the estate of 
Washington Clayton. 


According to Senator TELLER, a | 
| brought against Ambassador Clayton. 


Mr. PATTERSON. I simply want to say, in addition, that I 
neither condemned nor approved of the action or the relation of 
the American ambassador for the simple reason that I know 
nothing about it. I only felt it my duty to say as much asI did 
because I believe that my colleague [Mr. TELLER] himself would 
have said it if he were here. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. HANNA. If the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Patrrrson] 
had not made that statement, I should have done so myself, 
When the American ambassador was here last spring, he being a 
personal friend of mine, I heard from him the story and the ac- 
cusation. and I was interested somewhat in following the matter 
of his defense against the charges which brought him here. 

He told me the whole story of his connection with this Mexican 
mine, which is, as the Senator from Colorado stated, that his 
cousin, who owned a large interest in that mine, died, and, atthe 
request of the court or of some judge, he had accepted the posi- 


shares of stock were transferred to him so that he might act in 
that capacity until the estate of his cousin had been closed out, 
It was not because he was the American ambassador, but because 
he was a relative, and because he was there on the spot and might 
have, by virtue of his position, an opportunity to do what might 
be necessary to be done for the benefit of the estate in closing out 
that interest. 

That is not the only charge of that nature which has been 
There was another one, 


| that he had failed in his duty with respect to another citizen of 


He told me that Judge Moses Hallet was | 


telegraphed to from Washington at the time the American am- 

bassador was here to come, that he might state to the President | 
what he knew about the connection of the American ambassador | 
with a Mexican mine, and Senator TELLER accompanied Judge | 
Hallet to the President that he might make that statement. | 


Judge Hallet told me that this was, in substance, the statement 
that he made: 

Being unable to conserve so much of the Clayton estate as was 
in Mexico he solicited the American ambassador, who was a kins- 
man of the dead man, to connect himself either, I think, asa di- 
rector or as some officer with the Mexican corporation in order 
that occupying that position he might the better guard the Clay- 
ton interests in that property, and that the American ambassador 
had associated himself with that corporation at his solicitation 
and under those circumstances and for the purposes named. 


Judge Hallet having made this statement to the President he | 


and Senator TELLER withdrew. 

Now, of the matter I know nothing at all myself, but if Sen- 
ator TELLER were here I know he would make this statement, or 
this statement in substance, for, of course, having knowledge of 


| 


the United States who had interests in Mexico. This same 
charge, that he was one of the owners of the mine, was brought 
forward at that time, and, necessarily, with the intention of con- 
victing him of not doing his duty. The ambassador stated to 
me most emphatically—and I have no doubt of his veracity on 
the subject—that he never has had any interest in any Mexican 
mine, and thathe had no other interest except what I have stated. 
Mr. BAILEY. What would the Senator from Ohio say of the 
conduct of a man who was a director without interest in a cor- 
poration in the face of the express provision in its by-laws that 
he must be the owner in good faith of at least 50 shares of its 
stock before he could be eligible as a member of its directory? 
Mr. HANNA. I do not know whether he was executor or not. 
Mr. BAILEY. Hecould not become a director as an executor of 
theestate. Ihave examined the by-laws of the corporation itself— 
the E] Carmen Mining Company—as they were furnished to me by 
a stockholder, and they expressly provide that before anyone can be 


| a director of that corporation he must be the owner, in good faith, 


anything that might be under discussion in the Senate that might | 


be of importance to it he would not remain silent. 
LER having been called to his home, I simply state what I know 
he would state, because he so stated to me not very long ago. 
Mr. BAILEY. 
that I have heard the same statement, that the ambassador was 
holding that stock as an executor. The truth is he never was an 
executor for that Clayton estate. The further truth is that the 
Clayton estate has about been distributed, and the Claytons 
themselves are not interested. But if itis true that the Ameri- 
can ambassador claims to hold that as an executor he is prac- 
ticing a fraud upon the corporation of which he is a director, 
because the by-law of that corporation expressly requires that 


every man, before he can be a director, shall own in his own right | 


50 shares of the stock. 

Permit me to say that there is a good deal of meat in the sug- 
gestion that owing to his position he might the better protect the 
Clayton interest in Mexico. That position was not only as a di- 
rector of the company, but that position was as the American 
ambassador, too. That is precisely the thing against which I com- 
plain—that an American ambassador shall become involved in 
the trade of the country to which he is accredited; so that an 


American citizen who comes into conflict with his associates in a | 
business enterprise he has a right to suspect the loyal protection | 


of the American ambassador. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I simply wish to remove any misappre- 
hension the Senator from Texas may labor under. 


sented that he was the executor of the estate. 
at BAILEY. I did not say that you said that. 
the rep 


(Mr. Dou 


I said that 


iveER], whom I see in his seat, knows that that is true, 





I did not say | 
that my colleague [Mr. TELLER] said that Judge Hallet repre- | 


Senator TEL- | 


of 50 shares of its stock; and it is either a fraud on the corpora- 
tion, or else it is a misstatement of the relation which the ambas- 
sador occupies toward the company, to claim that he owns no 
interest in the mining property. 

Mr. HANNA. I will ask if the Senator knows whether Am- 


| bassador Clayton is a stockholder or not? 


I will simply say in reply to this statement | 








Mr. BAILEY. Ido, because he could not be a director unless 
he was a stockholder, and I have in my possession a copy of an 
instrument recorded in a county of Texas, which recites the 
names of the directors of the company, and the Hon. Powell 
Clayton is one of them named in that legal document. 

Mr. HANNA. Did he have on record a share of stock in his 
name? 

Mr. BAILEY. He had to have it, or else, I say, he was prac- 
ticing a frand upon the corporation, whose by-laws expressly pro- 
vide that a man must be the owner in good faith of 50 shares of 
stock in order to be a director. 5 

Mr. HANNA. If he was the owner of 50 shares of stock, evi- 
dently the stock was transferred to him in order that he might 


| act as a director. 


Mr. BAILEY. Then he was not the owner in good faith and 
did not bring himself within the express provision of the by-laws 
of the corporation as to directors. 

Mr. HANNA. I do not know what the Senator means by 
‘** good faith.”” When aman holds a certificate of stock in a com- 
pany and the records of the company show he is the owner of 
that stock, it is nobody's business what he paid for it. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is true. It is nobody’s business whether 
he paid for it at all. But the corporation has a right to provide by 
its by-laws that nobody shall manage its affairs except somebody 
interested, and this corporation has taken that precaution. In 
the absence of that by-law no question could be raised about it. 
It is a habit, too frequent, I am afraid, that some stockholders in 


‘esentation had been made, and the Senator from Iowa | a corporation transfer to a man whom they wish to serve as 4 


director a share of stock so that he can vote as they desire. 
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But if a corporation chooses to protect itself against that bad 
practice and provides that nobody shall have a voice in its affairs 
as a director except a man who is honestly interested in its suc- 
cess, it has a right to do so, and having done so, it is a fraud 
upon it and upon its rights for anybody to become a director who 
does not fulfill the requirement of owning 50 shares of stock in 
good faith. I am not willing to put the American ambassador in 
the attitude of practicing a fraud upon this mining corporation. 

Mr. HANNA. Ido not think anybody who knows him would 
make any such charge as that against General Clayton. 

The Senate is now in possession of all the facts relative to 
the ambassador’s connection with this mining company and the 
purpose for which he connected himself with it. That question 
does not enter at all into the case presented by the Senator, as I 
understand, except as an attempt to throw upon the character 
and integrity of the ambassador a cloud of suspicion that he has 
done something that he had no right to do in that case, and hence 
he might do something wrong in this case. 

I have but one more word to say about this matter. As I have 
said, 1 heard this whole story at the time when the ambassador 
was here. I knew that he had reported to the State Department 
and that he had laid open to investigation before that Depart- 
ment the whole transaction—the transaction in which the Senator 
is interested—but, after thorough investigation, the ambassador 
was entirely exonerated by that Department of having committed 
any act for which he could be criticised, and he was given a clean 
sheet. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, in reply to that I want to say 
that the man who filed the charges against the ambassador was not 
invited to appear before either the President or the State Depart- 
ment. Talk about the question having been fairly investigated, 
when the very lawyer who filed the charges was never invited to 
produce any kind of proof, and when a Senator who had volun- 
teered to furnish information in his possession was never invited 
to come with written or verbal word to support his belief in the 
unfitness of this ambassador, the charge that the matter has 
been investigated scarcely deserves to be answered. 

The attorney who preferred these charges was not the attorney 
in the Beilinberg-Scott case, but he was the attorney in the case 
of Mealey, an American citizen in Mexico who claims that he was 
denied proper assistance by the American ambassador. 

Mr. BURTON. I desire to interrupt the Senator, if he will 
allow me for just a moment. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BURTON. I think it proper to say that at the time the 
Senator spoke with the President I happened to be in the room, 
but at that time, although I had some friends who were inter- 
ested in Dr. Scott, I was not paying particular attention. My 
understanding was, however, that the Senator handed the Presi- 
dent some papers. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; I did not. I made the statement that I 
say | made in your presence, and afterwards discussed it with you. 

Mr. BURTON, If the Senator will allow me 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Kansas did not go there for 
the purpose of having anything to say against the ambassador to 
Mexico—I grant that—but the Senator from Kansas stood within 
2 feet of me when I made that statement to the President, and 
the Senator from Kansas knows it. I want to say that I have no 
desire to involve the Senator from Kansas in this matter, but 
having made this statement that I volunteered to furnish the 
information in my possession, and in view of the fact that it is 
said the whole thing has been tried, I repeat my statement that 
I made this remark in the presence of the Senator from Kansas. 

I have no desire, of course, to draw him into a controversy with 
the American ambassador to Mexico or with the Administration, 
and I know he has no desire to be drawn into that, but the Sena- 
tor from Kansas must understand that my statement is very much 
more to me than any question of etiquette between him and the 
Administration or even between him and me. 

Mr. BURTON. The Senator did not wait until I got through. 
At the time the Senator made a statement in regard to this mat- 
ter to the President I was seeking to see the President about 
another matter, and, if. the Senator will remember, he immedi- 
ately, as I thought, handed the President some papers—I may be 
mistaken about that—or at least he had some papers in his hand. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will say that I had those papers, and carried 
them to the State Department and left them there. 

Mr. BURTON. I may be mistaken as to whether the Senator 
handed those papers to the President or not, but the President 
spoke to me and invited me into the Cabinet room. After the 
statement the Senator from Texas made to him, my understand- 
ing was (and I would hate to trust my memory, because at that 
ume I did not have it charged with the matter) that the Senator 
spoke something about a particular case—I think this one— 


and he also said he wanted to call the attention of the President 
to another case, 
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Mr. BAILEY. That is true. 

Mr. BURTON. What may have been said as to any particular 
statement I did not have my mind charged with. But while I 
am on my feet I will say that subsequently, at the instance of 
some of Dr. Scott’s friends, I did call at the State Department 
and examined those papers. I had no trouble at all in seeing the 
papers; they were turned over to me, and I did examine them. 

I think it is perfectly fair for me to say also that I think those 
papers show that Dr. Scott has simply been outrageously treated 
and is about to be robbed of all his money. I do not want it to 
be understood, however, that I am saying our ambassador was 
in any way responsible for that condition of things; but the pa- 
pers themselves do show a condition of things respecting this 
case that is bad so far as Dr. Scott is concerned. 

Before I sit down I want to say to the Senator that he is con- 
fusing, I think, a subsequent conversation that we had with a 
conversation that he thought he had in my presence with the 
President, which was a general statement only. Subsequently he 
particularized it. I know one thing, that at the time the state- 
ment was made it did not impress me sufficiently for me to 
remember distinctly what was said. 

Mr. BAILEY. I want to say in reply that I am not responsible 
for the fact that the Senator from Kansas was not impressed by 
what I said, but I am now undertaking to repeat, and I will say 
that I repeat almost word for word exactly what I did say. I 
said: ‘‘ Mr. President, I have come here this morning to say to 
you that when you are ready to take up the charges against the 
American ambassador to Mexico, I shall be glad to furnish you 
some information which has come to me concerning his conduct 
in that country.”’ 

That is, I think, precisely what I said, and I undert»ke to say 
that it is practically, word for word, my statement. What I 
said is not important except in reply to the suggestion from the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna] that the question has been fully 
tried and determined by the State Department. That it has been 
fully determined is perhaps true, but that it has been tried I most 
emphatically deny. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, when I first rose, the Sen- 
ator had just said that he had not been invited by the State De- 
partment to tell the State Department what he knew concerning 
this case. I asked the Senator whether or not a hearing was de- 
nied him. Did the Senator go there and insist on laying all his 
facts and all his papers before the State Department, and was he 
denied that privilege? The Senator says he was not invited. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me answer right there. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Was the Senator denied that privilege? 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Texas is not in the habit, 
after having volunteered to supply information which gentle- 
men ought to want, to press his information on those gentlemen 
by importunity. I volunteered to furnish them all I knew. 
When I said I was not invited, it was not, as the Senator doubt- 
less supposes by that mere expression, that I expected them to 
send for me without any previous notice, but having proposed 
that I would put into their hands the information which had 
come to me—more than I have stated here this afternoon; some 
of it information that I will not state, because I am not willing 
to become responsible for it—under those circumstances there was 
never a word said that they desired to know anything more about 
the conduct of the American ambassador to Mexico; but the 
whole matter was dismissed without a word even from the attor- 
ney who filed the papers in the case. 

I go further and say that in those papers there was a petition, 
signed by American citizens engaged in the railroad service in 
Mexico, praying for the recall of the American ambassador. I 
happen to know that some of those American citizens have laid 
in Mexican jails for months, denied a trial, and some of them, 
when fisally granted a trial or finally given an examination, were 
released without being held for the formality of a trial. These 
men who have suffered under the tardy action of our ambassador 
to Mexico have appealed to the President of the United States for 
his recall. rea 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the point of my question is 
that the Senator’s complaint against the State Department in 
general is that he was not invited to lay the information in his 
possession before the State Department. I asked him if he was 
denied a hearing, and he responded that he was not in the habit 
as a Senator of pressing his claims by importunity. : 

I do not know what the Senator’s habits are, but I am famil- 
iar with the habits of other Senators upon this floor. When 
they are in charge of the case of a constituent before a Depart- 
ment, they do not wait to be invited; they press their cause until 
they are heard; and therefore I asked the question whether the 
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Senator had been denied a hearing, becanse, if he was not denied 
the opportunity of laying facts in his possession before the De- 
partment, the weight of his charge against the Department falls. 
The Department has a vast business upon its hands, and no 
doubt it can not send for Senators who are interested in pressing 
claims before it. 

Mr. BAILEY. It was not a claim I was pressing. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ido not mean a claim; I mean a case. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Or acontroversy, or anything else. It is 
the habit of Senators to press their claims, their causes, their 
controversies, or their business, or whatever it may be, before the 
Departments, just as it is the habit of attorneys in court to press 
their causes and their claims. 

Therefore the Senator’s charge against the State Department 
that he was not invited to present to the Department all the facts 
in his possession falls if he was not denied a hearing. The ques- 
tion I put to the Senator, therefore, was, Did the State Depart- 
ment deny the Senator an opportunity to lay the papers and the 
facts before it? Did the Secretary of State or the Solicitor of the 
State Department, when the Senator went there and said ‘‘ I have 
facts and papers here, and I insist on being heard,’’ deny him the 
opportunity of doing so? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, after this defense of the brilliant 
leader of the Administration forces and the able defender of the 
Administration’s policies perhaps I ought to discontinue. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, Mr. President 

Mr. BAILEY. But I decline to be suppressed by a question of 
that kind. The Senator 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator will permit me, I hope. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me finish the statement. The Senator mis- 
states the complaint I make. I did not complain because the Ad- 
ministration did not invite me to proffer charges against the 
ambassador to Mexico, but I stated, in reply to the suggestion 
that the case had been fairly heard and faily determined, that it 
was not fairly heard, however it may have have been determined. 
Then I stated that they not only did not hear the attorney who 
preferred the charges, but they did not hear me, although as a 
Senator in the Congress of the United States I had voluntarily 
stated both to the President and to the Secretary of State that 
some facts had come into my possession which they ought to 
know, and when they were ready to take the case up I should be 
glad to supply them with those facts. 

It is my misfortune that my habits of transacting business at 
the Departments are not the same as the habits of the Senator 
from Indiana and of other Senators, but I know the difference in 
my welcome at those Departments and his welcome. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Who could resist the Senator? 

Mr. BAILEY. I know that the trouble is Iam compelled to 
complain, and even by complaining do not get as fair treatment 
as the Senator, who, earning the right by his great service to his 
party—I do not speak that flippantly or in any disagreeable sense— 
earning the right by his services to be admitted at any hour and 
to be heard on any subject, as a matter of course, feels at liberty 
not only to press but, if need be, to importune those now in 
Ww er—— 

. Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit an interruption 
at this point, just to disclaim the compliment he paid me a little 
bit ago? 

Mr, BAILEY. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
felt that I deserved it. 

I want to ask the Senator whether he thinks that if there was 
in power an opposition Administration and a Senator on this 
floor, myself or any other Senator on our side of the Chamber, 
should appeal to a Cabinet minister in behalf of a constituent, 
our appeal would be denied because we belonged to the opposite 
party, where the rights of an American citizen are involved and 
where the Senator is representing them? Does the Senator mean 
to say that one Senator, if this were a Democratic Administra- 
tion instead of a Republican, would have a larger and a kindlier 
hearing than any other? 

I decline, Mr. President, to believe so poorly of any Democratic 
Administration, no matter what one it might be. I should be- 
lieve that if I were representing before a Department the just 
cause of a constituent who had been denied his rights, I would 
receive the same welcome that I would receive if I were a Demo- 
cratic Senator; and I ask the Senator from Texas if he does not 
think so, too. 

Mr. BAILEY. I know not. I know that I have no such hear- 
ing in any of these Departments as a Republican Senator has; 
and we may just as well be candid about it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let us be candid. Will the Senator 














I accept the disclaimer. 
I should only be too happy to accept if I 


answer whether or not he was denied a hearing? 
Mr. BAILEY. 
tion. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 


I decline to be annoyed by that kind of a ques- 


That is the question. 
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Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I was really and sincerely anx- 
ious to avoid giving this matter the least appearance of partisan- 
ship. I believe that the protection of an American citizen in a 
foreign country can not possibly become a matter of partisan dis- 
pute. Of course I perfectly understand the propriety of Repub- 
lican Senators defending a Republican official. I make no com- 
plaint about that. I have no doubt in the world thatif the Demo- 
crats were in power and there were Democrat officials accused, 
my acquaintances and political friends, I would be loath to believe 
they had neglected their duty, and I should probably be prompt 
to defend them when accused unless I thought them accused upon 
sufficient evidence. 

But never during my public life have I seen the hour, and never, 
I sincerely trust, will the hour come, when I will deny any mem- 
ber of the opposition the right to examine the papers in any case 
relating to the rights of an American citizen in a foreign country, 
Nor will I send that Senator to a department, and have the head 
of the department send his messenger to bring specified papers 
for his examination. That goes above a mere matter of partisan- 
ship. 

Now, if it be true that these papers and these facts justify the 
conduct of these officials, let the Senate know it and let the coun- 
try know it, and let the men who accuse them of this official de- 
linquency rest under the odium of having made an unsupported 
charge. I realize the responsibility a Senator or a citizen assumes 
when he attacks an officer of the United States, because my judg- 
ment is that the only man who ought to be more odious than an 
unfaithful servant is the man who accuses wrongfully a faithful 
one. If the facts vindicate these men, according to the sugges- 
tion which we have heard, let us establish them in the proper 
way; and as the first step in that matter let us have the papers in 
this case. 

Let us first see if it be true that the American ambassador sent 
a paper purporting to be a correct copy of another paper which was 
not, in fact, correct. Ifthatismade to appear otherwise than true, 
then the whole matter falls to the ground. If it shall appear to 
the satisfaction of the Senate and the committee that the am- 
bassador did send as a copy that which was not, in fact, a copy, 
then the next step is to ascertain why he did so. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I do not want to interrupt the honorable 
Senator unduly. I asked him a while ago when this application 
was made by him and denied, He thought the question of dates 
was immaterial. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have told the Senator for the tenth time that 
I did not make the application—— 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. No; but the Senator must be advised-—— 

Mr. BAILEY. And stated when the application was made by 
Dr. Scott. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Well, by the interests represented by the 
Senator. 

Mr. BAILEY. I represent no interest. I represent merely an 
attempt to protect an American citizen in a foreign country. I 
never saw this man until he came to Washington. I did not 
know enough about him even to introduce him at the White 
House and the State Department. I have no interest in it any 
more than the Senator from Indiana ought to have, except that 
this gentleman had the good fortune once to have lived in Texas. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It goes without saying, of course, that it 
was his good fortune if he ever lived there. But as the Senator 


is very well advised, we are on the eve of an adjournment. Ina 
few hours the Senate will undoubtedly stand adjourned. I sym- 


pathize with him in his effort to protect American citizenship. 
It is an effort which we all must appreciate. Some charges have 
been made against the conduct of certain officials of the Govern- 
ment. It seemed to me that if the Senator had been advised be- 
fore to-day of these refusals, it would have been well had the 
resolution come to the Senate before now in order that the sub- 
ject might have received that care and deliberation which its im- 
portance merits. ; 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Indiana must know that this 
resolution merely asks for the papers. It is not now proposed to 
predicate any action upon these papers. When these papers are 
carefully examined the representations which have been made to 
me may not be supported by them, 

But in reply to the other branch of the Senator’s suggestion, I 
desire to say that it was not until about twenty days ago that I 
learned that the American ambassador had failed to include in 
his last communication to the Mexican Government touching 
this case what we considered the vital point in his instructions. 

When I received a telegram asking what had been done—that 
was about ten days after I filed these papers with the Department 
and asked them to take proper steps against the American am- 
bassador for his failure to proceed properly—I went to the De- 
partment with the telegram to inquire what steps had been taken. 
I was then informed that no steps had been taken, and it was 
then that a messenger was told to bring copies of certain papers. 

The very next morning I presented the resolution which I have 
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now called up, and only deferred taking it from the President's 
table because I did not desire to interfere with legislative matters 
that must be disposed of at the present session. That explains 
the delay. 

I will so far as to say that while I have felt outraged by the 
proceedings in this case from the beginning to the end, had the 
State Department appeared to take proper proceedings against 
the American ambassador for his failure or refusal to embody in 
his communication to the Mexican authorities the vital point in 
its instructions, I should probably never have vexed the Senate 
with this question. But when an American ambassador refuses 
to execute his instructions as delivered to him by his Govern- 
ment, and when the people interested declare that he is controlled 
by an improper motive, it seems to me the Senate is entitled to 
know the truth of the case. 

Mr. BURTON. May I interrupt the Senator from Texas for a 
moment? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BURTON. Iam inclined to think that the paper of which 
the Senator speaks as not showing the interlineations was filed in 
the Department, but I think the 





Mr. BAILEY. The Senator examined the paper himself, he | 


says. He is sure that that is true, is he not? 

Mr. BURTON. I can say that is true; but I can also give the 
explanation if the Senator will allow me. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BURTON. I think it ought to be given now. 

When the paper was handed to a clerk to copy, the interlinea- 
tions were supposed by the clerk to be a part of the document 
itself, and when it was transmitted it was transmitted without 
noticing the fact that the copy sent was not a true copy of the 


paper and that the interlineations were not shown. There is no | 


doubt about the copy of the paper not showing the interlineations 
that were made. 
Mr. BAILEY. Then that explanation supports the second 


the rights of American citizens— because that paper and those in- 


terlineations were the very issue in the case, and therefore if the | 


American ambassador transmitted them to the Government of 
the United States for its action without the interlineations he 
left out the very essence of the controversy. 

Mr. BURTON. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BURTON. The interlineation was a matter of substance; 
in fact, it changed completely in its meaning the contract—there 


is no doubt about that—but it was only a few words, and if it was | 
handed to a clerk to copy the interlineation would be copied | 


without being shown. 

Mr. BAILEY. And the American ambassador would transmit 
papers in a matter of that kind without ever examining them? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Kansas permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. BURTON. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Did the Senator from Kansas examine 
these documents? 

Mr. BURTON. Not all; but this one particularly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Did you examine all you wanted to ex- 
amine? 

Mr. BURTON. Yes, sir; I had no trouble to examine them. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. You got them upon request? 

Mr. BURTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It was not denied. Did the Senator from 
Texas examine the papers, or was he denied the opportunity? 
That is the question. 

Mr. BURTON. I want to say, so far asthe resolution is con- 


cerned, that I have no objection to it atall. I think Dr. Scott | 
has been grievously wronged, but so far as the papers themselves | 


go, I do not think they reflect in any way upon our ambassador, 
unless it is that the copy that was transmitted was not a true 
copy of the paper that was filed with him, by reason of the fact 
that it did not show the interlineations. That was an inadvert- 
ence, and I can explain, or I think I can see how it might be 
transmitted honestly. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I suggest to the Senator from Kansas 


that we get both an honest and a competent ambassador, because | 


if the present ambassador was honest in sending a copy with its 
very essential features eliminated, he is not competent. That 
1s obvious, because no man could ever have given the slightest 
attention to that controversy—the Senator from Kansas, who is 
a very excellent lawyer, will not disagree with me in this, how- 
ever earnest he may be in protecting his political friends—with- 
out knowing that the very essence of it was in these interlineations 
and erasures, If that was the essence of the controversy, how 


could an American minister expect fairly to present it to the 
State Department with all appearance and trace of those inter- | 


lineations and erasures gone? 
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Mr. CARMACK. It shows he was paying no attention to the 


case. 

Mr. BAILEY. It shows at least that he is willing to send, and 
Iam willing to accept that as the explanation, the record ina 
case with which he was not familiar, although it was his duty to 
have known every fact that could be learned about it. 

I understand, Mr. President, that the American ambassador is 
not a lawyer. I offer no criticism upon sending to a post which 
requires sometimes a profound knowledge of the law men who 
are not lawyers. 

Mr. SPOONER. Weare not the only ones who have done it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I do not think the Republicans are the only 
ones who make mistakes. 

I think Democratic Administrations have made mistakes. I 
have had occasion to complain at them sometimes. I am not so 
narrow as to suppose that all the political virtue is on one side 


| and all the political vice on the other. Indeed, I see some men 
| who are so brilliant and attractive that I would like to bring them 
| into the Democratic party. I think they would improve any or- 
| ganization. And we have some who, bad as it is, could still make 


the Republican party a little worse. 

But there is no post on earth where it is of such importance 
to the American Government to have the right kind of an am- 
bassador as Mexico. In all the great European countries our 
people travel mostly for pleasure, and there are no very serious 
questions arising in their cases. But in Mexico our enterprising 
and splendid people have invested millions. 

Their brain and their energy have done more to quicken the 
| pulses of that Republic than any other agency there employed; 
and with their vast interests and their great numbers it is of the 
highest importance that the United States shall be represented 
at the Republic of Mexico by a man whose brain and conscience 
are equal to the highest service; that he shall be a man so able 
that they can not deceive him as to the law under which the rights 


| of American citizens are made secure; that he shall be so just and 
branch of my proposition—that these officers were indifferent to | 


so diligent that he will not transmit the papers as copied by a 
| clerk, and thus fail to inform his Government as to the true 
merits of the controversy, and that he shall be so clean from all 
taint of commercialism that not even to serve the selfish interest 


| of a great mining corporation would he be willing to confuse his 


| character as an American ambassador with the petty position of 
| a director in an industrial enterprise. 
| The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate agree to the resolution submitted by the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. SPOONER. Let it be read. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will again be 
read. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Indiana allow the 
resolution to be read? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair wil! recognize the 
Senator from Indiana as soon as the resolution is read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Secretary of State be, 
and he is hereby, requested to transmit to the Senate all of the papers in the 
case of Beilinberg against Scott, including all communications sent to and 
received from the ambassador of the United States to Mexico in respect to 
the same. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I was not fortunate in being 
in the Chamber until some time after the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. BAILEY] had begun his address upon this resolution, and 
when I did come in my attention was at once chained by the fact 
that the Senator was attacking a most honorable and able gentle- 
man, the Solicitor of the State Department, and it is merely on 
this point that for one moment I desire to reply to the Senator 
from Texas. 

After that the same method used with reference to the Solicitor 
of the State Department was pursued with reference to the am- 
bassador to Mexico, and even to the head of the State Department 
itself. It was insinuated, suspicioned, based—I think the Sena- 
| tor, himself will admit when he comes to read his remarks in 
the RecorD—not upon very substantial basis. The Senator said 
with reference to the Solicitor of the State Department—a man 
whom I know and respect, who comes from our State, and was 
appointed on the recommendation of my colleague—that he was 
either incompetent or dishonest. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; I did not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What did you say? 

Mr. BAILEY. I said either grossly incompetent to perform his 
| duties or else shamefully indifferent to the interests of American 
| citizens. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ah, Mr. President, ‘‘ shamefully indiffer- 
/ent.”” Iam very glad to get the language. I wish to say that 
' here is a man who has lived the greater part of the time allotted 
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to the life of man, who has reached a position of eminence in his 
profession, and who is not, as the Senator says, either incompetent 
or shamefully derelict. His character is stainless, and his ability 
is unquestioned; and when a vague suspicion is thrown upon a 
man like Judge Penfield, it prejudices in my mind the entire case. 
If the Senator finds it necessary to make aspersions against both 
the intelligence and the sense of duty of a man of his eminence 
and character, the case must indeed be frail that calls for such an 
artifice. 

This much only I desire to say with reference to Judge Penfield: 
Not the Senator himself, not any Senator in this body, or any man 
in this country is more honorable or more delicate in his sense of 
his public duties; and few lawyers at the bar in Texas or else- 
where are more thoroughly competent. That, Mr. President, 
was the-reason why I asked the Senator whether these requests of 
his had been denied without reason, for, knowing the man as I do, 
I knew that Judge Penfield would not deny to the Senator from 
Texas, no matter if he were ten times more in the opposition than 
he is, any reasonable request without giving him sufficient reasons 
for it. 

Mr. President, the question elicited the fact that the Solicitor 
of the State Department had given him reasons, that if this paper 
was furnished to Mr. Scott it was to be used by him against the 
ambassador of the United States at Mexico. That to my mind 
is a sufficient reason. Shall it come to be that the State Depart- 
ment shall be accessory to any man who wants to vent his private 
spleen unless he first makes a perfect case? Shall papers be de- 
livered to any person who wants to pursue a personal enemy 
merely upon a case which is filled from corner stone to pinnacle 
with suspicion? Yet that is this case as it has developed this 
afternoon. 

My personal interest in this case goes no further than the at- 
tack, most unwarranted, against Judge Penfield. The Senator 
said a moment ago, and very truly, that nothing could be worse 
than a wrong attack upon a faithful servant. 
that epigram and say nothing can be worse than an unguarded 
and unjust and ill-considered attack upon a perfect public servant 
whose whole life has demonstrated that he deserves no such 
words in this high tribunal. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana, I think 
upon refiection, will hardly be willing to stand here and charge 
me with making an unwarranted attack. Iask the Senator from 
Indiana now and here to withdraw that insinuation. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, if the Senator thinks it is 
an insinuation I will withdraw the word *‘ insinuation.’’ Imakeno 
insinuation. What my words mean they mean. 
will withdraw his words 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me. 
draw his words about a high official of the State Department of 
this Government, to the effect that he is either incompetent or 
that he is grossly neglectful of his duty, then I will be very glad 
indeed to withdraw mine, but not until then, because I think the 








Let me paraphrase | 


| himself or the Secretary of State? 
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highly as he well knows, should so construe such words. The 
Senator from Texas used extraordinary and even violent language 
with reference to an honorable man, who stands high in one of the 
departments of the Government, aman not here to speak for him- 
self, a man whom I have known for years, and respected and 
loved. He said that that man was either incompetent or that 
that man was grossly neglectful of his duties, which is worse, 

Language such as that, Mr. President, is very strong, and it 
requires a statement that such a charge as that is unwarranted, 
When the Senator thinks there is in those words any insult to 
him or anything more than a direct and manly resentment of the 
attack made upon the Solicitor of the State Department, I think 
he will come to recognize, as Senators will recognize, that the 
Senator is not insulted, but is simply too sensitive. 

Now, Mr. President, I say this was my only interest in this 
matter. So far as I personally was concerned, I could not have 
been true to my friendship for this man, whom I am sure the 
Senator from Texas does not well know or he would not have 
used this language, I could not have been true to the State from 


| which he and my colleague and myself come if I had not upon 


the spot resented such language as that used with reference to 
this most able and honorable public official. 

With reference to the rest of the question, my attention, chained 
by this suspicion which the Senator from Texas threw upon this 
man, followed it throughout his discourse, because he occupied,a 
great deal of time, and I found that it was suspicion with ref- 
erence to the ambassador to Mexico, that it was suspicion with 
reference to the head of the State Department, and it was sensi- 
tiveness. 

This is stated in no criticism of tho Senator, but in defense of 
the State Department itself, for I charge that the Senator had no 
occasion at all to bring this matter before the Senate. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas said that he had an opportunity to examine all 
these papers. The Senator from Texas said and reiterated that 
he went there to get the papers and that a messenger—think of 
it—a messenger was actually sent for some of them. Then the 
Senator appears not to have asked for any more. I will ask the 
Senator who should have gone after the papers? The Solicitor 
Was it not proper that a mes- 
senger should go? And if only a few of the papers were brought 
was it not proper for the Senator and would it have been unusual 
for the Senator to ask for them all? We know that they would 
have been given to him because they were all given to the Sena- 
tor from Kansas that the Senator from Kansas asked for. 

As for the excuse of the Senator from Texas that he would not 
have been accorded the same privileges that he would have been 
accorded had he been of the same political faith as the Senator 


| from Kansas, I think he himself in a cooler moment will be will- 


If the Senator will with- | 


Senator will admit when the ardor of debate and of advocacy is not | 


upon him that those words, used with reference to the Solicitor 
of the State Department, were most unwarranted; and I think 
the Senator will be the first to regret them when he comes to re- 
view the case. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from Indiana will permit me, I 
want to say to him now that it was far from my purpose to pro- 
voke in this Chamber an insult from any Senator. If the Senator 
from Indiana chooses to resent what I have believed it was my 
duty to say about the Solicitor of the State Department then that 
is his concern. But I want to say to him now that the statement 
on this floor that a Senator has made an unwarranted attack 
upon a man whom he describes as being as honorable as the Sen- 
ator himself or anybody else is offensive, and I think it deserves 
a reply that the rules of the Senate will not permit me to make 
here. 


But I want to say, and I say it without any kind of passion, | 


that neither the Senator from Indiana nor any other Senator can 
insult me and then require me to withdraw what I have said in 
the performance of my duty before he withdraws his insulting 
words. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I think if the Senator were 
as sensitive of the feelings of other men as delicatein their sensi- 
bilities as himself and who are not here to speak for themselves 
as he is sensitive of his own feelings there would have been no 
occasion for any defense of Judge Penfield. The Senator is en- 
tirely too sensitive. The Senator understands very well that no 
insult of the Senator is intended. He knows very well that the 
words *‘ unwarranted attack ’’ do not convey an insult, and in the 
current of debate upon this floor I do not suppose a Senator ever 
before, on occasions I know many times stronger than that, ever 


so felt. 


iug to admit that that was a most unwarranted charge. I asked 
the Senator whether he requested that all the papers might be 
brought at that time? The papers were open to him; he had the 
opportunity to examine them; but it appears that because the 
Solicitor, or the Secretary of State, or whoever it was, sent a mes- 
senger for some of them, the Senator got up and said: *'I will 
bring this before a place where I can bring, not of grace, but of 
right, all the papers before me.”’ 

Mr. President, if that procedure were followed, the time of the 
Senate would be consumed from morning till night, from the first 
day of the session to the close, in the private grievances of Sena- 
tors who had an opportunity to do themselves what they asked 
the Senate to do for them. 

Therefore, Mr. President, starting out with an interest in this 
case only because I happened to hear a man whom I personally 
know, as I felt, most unwarrantably attacked, I followed it 
through to the conclusion, and it appears that there would not be 
a sufficient reason for the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I simply desire to say, in the 
first place, I did not ask for any of these papers when this mes- 
senger was dispatched for some particular one. I had not gone 
there for that purpose. I want to say that if the Senator from 
Indiana does not know that Republican Senators and Represent- 


| atives are permitted to examine some files in certain depart- 


ments and Democratic Representatives are denied that priv- 
ilege 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not know so. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is so in the Post-Office Department. I have 
never myself tried to examine them as a Senator, but I have been 
denied the right to examine them when a member of the House 
of Representatives. And that is not the only thing the Senator 
from Indiana does not know of which he sometimes assumes to 
speak. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, well, Mr. President, so far as any per- 
sonal explanation of the Senator from Texas about personal 
capacities or incapacities, I do not suppose, of course, that will 
illumine this debate, but the question I put to the Senator upon 
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I am surprised that the Senator from Texas, whom I respect ' his last remark concerning the examining of papers in the 
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Post-Office Department is this, without which the whole case that 
he makes upon that point falls: Was the Senator denied papers in 
the Post-Oftice Department which a Republican Representative, 
as it was before he came to the Senate, was permitted to see? 

Mr. BAILEY. Why, of course. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator state here that he was 
denied the examination of papers in the Department which exam- 


ination was accorded to a Republican Senator because of their | 


opposite political faith? Does the Senator make that charge? 

“Mr. BAILEY. Of course; I distinctly made it. I distinctly 
declare that at the Post-Office Department a Republican member 
of the House can go and examine the papers relating to any office 
in his district, and a Democratic member of the House can not 
do so. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the Senator does not apply | 


that to the present Administration? 

Mr. BAILEY. I have not tried it under this, but under the 
other Administration I was refused. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh. 

Mr. BAILEY, I was refused under the first Administration 
of William McKinley. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Did a Republican Congressman examine 
the same papers? That is the question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ido not know that he went into the papers of 
the district which I represented, but I do know that they could 
go into any papers in the districts which they represented and I 


could not examine the papers in the district which I represented. | 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. But the case falls unless the Senator can 
show that he was denied the examination of papers which was 
accorded to a Republican Senator because of a difference of po- 
litical faith. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is akind of pettifogging which would dis- 
zrace the court of a justice of the peace. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That does not reply to the argument. 

Mr. BAILEY. Talk like that does not need a reply. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator from Texas 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senators are out of order. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President—— 





Mr. BAILEY. Let me finish this statement, in response to the | 


Senator from Wisconsin, who is always entitled to a respectful 
answer. The statement is this, that, as a member of the House 
of Representatives, I was not permitted, under a Republican Ad- 
ninistration, to examine the papers in the Post-Office Department 


in the district which I represented. When the Democrats con- | 


trolled the Government, or during the four years that they par- 
tially controlled it, and I happened to be in the House, I was 
permitted to examine the files in every one of those cases. 


Mr. SPOONER. Were the Republicans permitted to examine | 


them? 

Mr. BAILEY. I presume they were denied the right. 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to say to the Senator that I think pub- 
lic records ought to be open to members of Congress without any 
regard to their political opinions. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think so. 

Mr. SPOONER. And I should be very sorry and very much 
surprised if, in the present administration of the Post-office De- 


partment, any man who was ina public position having a right | 


to examine the public records should be denied access to the 
papers. 

Mr. BURTON. May I interrupt just to ask a question in this 
connection, because then I might have some information? Is it 
always the right of a Senator to examine papers on file in the 
Post-Office Department? 

Mr. SPOONER. There might be papers 

Mr. BAILEY. Wecould bring here papers relating to a man 
who was appointed. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me, I will not say 
that anybody is entitled to examine all the papers on file. I 
think if some dereliction on the part of an officer is being investi- 
gated it might become a confidential file, and in the intevest of 
the public it ought not to be given to the public. 





Mr. BURTON. The reason I asked the question was because | 


I was afraid the Senator from Wisconsin would be misconstrued 
In what was said. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not think I was misconstrued. I said 
public records. 

Mr. BAILEY. I want to say that I have never complained of 


that rule myself, because the confidences of the party at the par- | 


ticular locality where the appointment is to be made are freely 
tendered to the appointing power. “They write that the applicant 
has been a loyal party man; that he has been chairman of the 
committee. I take it that nearly all the recommendations which 
come to the Department are of that character. I am not quite 
able to see what satisfaction a Democrat could derive from exam- 


ining that kind of papers. But whether satisfactory or not, it is | 


nevertheless true that the last time I tried it under a Republican 
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| Administration as a member of the House I was not permitted to 
examine the papers relating to post-office appointments in my 
district. I never complained about it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Were they papers— 

Mr. BAILEY. They were political papers. 

Mr. SPOONER. Papers on which to base a removal? 

Mr. BAILEY. I did not inquire about that. In one instance 
| I wanted to find out who the applicants were, and I was not per- 
| mitted to see the papers. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator should have been per- 
mitted to see them. 

Mr. BAILEY. I did not complain about it. My own judg 
ment is that this is a Republican Administration, and they are 
| entitled to the offices. [am a spoilsman myself. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Why did not the Senator complain then? 
It is rather late to complain now. 

Mr. BAILEY. Becausethatis political; thisotherisnot. The 
difference is obvious to every Senator except the Senator from 
Indiana. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. TheSenator from Texas attempts to reason 
| for himself and then to interpret the intelligence of all Senators 

on the fioor. Nobody, of course, questions the Senator's rigi 


| and ability to do that. So far as that is concerned, I will obser 


that I have never here indulged in reflections and insinuations 
| and quips and quiddities to bring the laughter to prove or dis- 
| approve any proposition, neither do I think it very weighty. 


Mr. BAILEY. Well, the Senator's opinion is not very weighty 
with me. I can fathom the intelligence of every other man in 
the Senate Chamber except that of the Senator from Indiana, 
and, therefore, I do not hesitate to speak of the rest. 
| Mr. BEVERIDGE. Iam very glad to find the Senator beyond 
| his depth. [Laughter. ] 
| Mr. BAILEY. The fact is that the Post-Office appointments are 
political. I have heard of no Democrats being appointed to an im- 
| portant office under this Administration unless he was one of the 
kind that they expected to become a Republican. I donot expect 
to hear of one. The truth of it is that a Democrat who seeks an 
appointment under this Administration, whether he intends to 
do so or not, is going to bea Republican. There is a law of po- 
litical gravitation like there is a law of physical gravitation. 
When you start in a certain direction, and there is nothing be- 
tween you and a given point, you are going there. 

I have never complained, and I do not complain now, and if 
this were a political matter I would not have complained here, 
| but I protest that the files of the State Department in relation to 
| an important matter like this are not political. I freely admit 
| that if a stranger to the procedure had gone there and demanded 
the papers for use against the American ambassador, the Depart- 
ment might have been justified in saying that it would not sur- 
| render a copy of those files for such a purpose; but this was a de- 
mand made by the very citizen upon whose behalf the papers were 
filed. He wanted a copy of it, in truth not to use against the 
American ambassador, but to satisfy my doubt as to the correct- 
ness of his statement. This mistake in that case illustrates the 
danger of the Department of State assuming to look into the heart 
and judgeof motives of men who ask for copies of papers in their 
own case. 

Now, Mr. President, there is only one other suggestion to which 
I desire to reply. The Senator from Indiana says that I make 
this attack upon a man who is not here to reply. He isin the 
city, and before I uttered a word of censure against him on this 
| floor I told him I intended to do so. He knew that I was going 
| to do so, and he said with some jocularity, ‘‘ When it is printed, 
| send me a copy.’’ I said, ‘*‘ You will not want to read it.”’ 

There is always a question of propriety about abusing a man 
who is a long ways off, but I repel, and if it is parliamentary to 
say it, I would say I repel, as beneath my contempt, the sugges- 
tion that I would say anything about a man who was not present 
that I would not say, even with greater pleasure and with more 
distinctness, when he was present. 

Senators here will bear me witness that during the brief time I 
have had the honor to serve in this body I have never offended 
|} any Senator. If anything, I have gone a little too far in striving 
to be polite. Idid notinvite, if that word has not already become 
| objectionable to the ears of Senators—I did not invite an offensive 
retort from the Senator from Indiana by what I had said about 
the Solicitor of the State Department. That what I had said 
could have been properly and courteously answered is made ap- 
parent by the answer of the senior Senator from Indiana. He as 
promptly and as vigorously defended the Solicitor of the State De- 
partment as his junior colleague did, and yet he did it in a way 
that becomes the dignity and the courteous relations which ought 

to obtain in the Senate. 
| It might just as well be understood here and now that the ac- 
| cusation against a Senator that he practically libels anybody is 
‘out of place in the Senate Chamber. A Senator can defend a 
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constituent without offending a Senator, and it will be under- 
stood, sooner or later, that that is neither parliamentary nor best 
to do the latter. If one of my constituents had been, as I 
thought, improperly assailed, I would not have done less than 
defend his character, but I would have done so without giving 
others a just cause of offense. 

Now, Mr. President, I say’ this in the presence of Senators, 
with no view of excusing anything I have done, but in explana- 
tion of what I may hereafter do. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I desire at this late hour 
to say but a word. 

I ventured to interrupt the honorable Senator who has just 
taken his seat immediately after I learned that the character and 
ability of a distinguished citizen of my State had been brought 
in question, to inform the honorable Senator of my confidence in 
that citizen, in his ability and in his character. In what I shall 
now say in reply to what the Senator has said, and by way of sup- 
plement to what I have said heretofore, I say in the utmost kind- 
ness, with the fullest appreciation of a long-time friendship which 
I have had with the distinguished Senator from Texas. 

Tadmire his ability and his sterling character. What he has said 
by way of disparagement of the Solicitor of the State Department 
has not been said, in my judgment, except upon a misapprehen- 
sion of the facts in the case. He has spoken strong words against 
the Solicitor, which merit a reply from me. I have known that 
gentleman for many years, and an abler man never filled that 
exalted position, nor has anyone occupied it who had a higher 
ideal of public duty. 

The Senator is under the impression that certain papers have 
been withheld by that officer in a case which has enlisted his in- 
terest as a Senator. Of course if that were true it would be 
perfectly natural that the Senator should express himself here 
with some feeling of righteous indignation. 

I am unfamiliar with the facts surrounding this controversy, 
but since the honorable Senator has been upon the floor, and 
since I made my observations a few minutes ago, I have been in 
communication by telephone with the Solicitor of the State De- 
partment, and he advises me that if the honorable Senator labors 
under the impression that any paper in this matter has been with- 
held from him he is laboring under a misapprehension; that, on 
the contrary, every solitary paper from the beginning to end has 
been at the Senator’s disposal, and, furthermore, that the Senator 
has seen each individual paper connected with this entire matter, 
or at least that it has been at his disposal. 

Mr. BAILEY. If it will not interrupt the Senator from Indi- 
ana 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Not at all. 

Mr. BAILEY. That statement is incorrect. I examined some 
of the papers in connection with the attorney for Dr. Scott, but I 
have never seen that particular paper about which the contro- 
vVersy arose. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Then there is a misunderstanding. I 
theught it well that we should analyze this matter and see where 
the difference was. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will say to the Senator, further, when I told 
Dr. Scott to go and get a copy of that paper he said to me 
that he was refused it for the reason I have stated. I then told 
him to write me a letter, which he did. I took that letter, in- 
closed it.in a letter of my own to the State Department, and asked 
the Department to send me a copy of that paper. Then, instead 
of sending me a copy, they said that they had delivered it to Dr. 
Scott, and I have never seen either the original paper or a copy 
of it. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. As I said, the Solicitor is under the im- 
pression that the Senator has seen all the papers, but the Senator 
is under the impression that he has not seen one paper. 

Mr. BAILEY. I know I have not seen one. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator knows he has not seen one. 

Mr. President, the Senator’s resolution was submitted to the 
Senate seven day ago. If I had any complaint to make of the 
honorable Senator, it would be simply that he delayed seven days 
in bringing his resolution sharply to the attention of the Senate. 
It is perfectly obvious at this late hour of the session, an adjourn- 
ment but a few hours off, that it would be impossible to answer 
all the statements the Senator has made here in respect to the 
conduct of the officers of the State Department, and that vaca- 
tion will come with the Senator’s charges unanswered. 

The Senator speaks words of weight; his charges are not to be 
lightly passed by; they go upon the Recorp; they go to the coun- 
try in the impeachment of an honorable and an able officer of the 
Government. I know too well, Mr. President, the heart of the 





honorable Senator to believe that he would wish to do wrong to 
mortal man, and it is for the purpose of advising the Senator that 
there is an honest difference of opinion as to a mere matter of 
fact between him and the honorable Solicitor of the State Depart- 
ment that I make this statement. 


Mr. President, I believe that every Senator, no matter what 
his political complexion, should have an equal right of access to 
the departments of the Government and to information contained 


in the departments. The Senator, under a Republican Adminis- 
tration, has as much right as myself, and I claim no more than [ 
would yield to him. 

The Senator said that the course of the Solicitor of the State 
Department indicated to his mind one of two things—either that 
the Solicitor was incompetent or shamefully indifferent. I have 
written down, and I now use his precise words. Allow me to 
address myself briefly to that observation. 

As I said a moment ago, the Solicitor of the State Department 
is an able lawyer. He served with conspicuous ability upon the 
bench of his State before coming to the State Department; and 
during the last five and a half years he has had in his charge 
more great questions perhaps than any other Solicitor the State 
Department has ever had within the same period; and all who are 
familiar with his work bear high testimony to his character. 
‘*Shamefully indifferent ’’ is the alternative. 

Mr. President, if there is one official in the city of Washington 
who is more faithful, more conscientious in the discharge of his 
official trust than William L. Penfield, I do not know who he is. 
If the Senator knew Judge Penfield as I know him, I know he 
would indulge in no criticism of him. I believe that Judge Pen- 
field would give to the Senator access to whatever is in his Depart- 
ment as freely as he would give it to me or to any other Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I shall not occupy the at- 
tention of the Senate for alonger time than is necessary to say, 
perhaps, two sentences, which are called out by what occurred 
between the Senator and me. I do not intend to lecture the Sen- 
ator as he lectures other Senators and the Senate, but I want to 
show to Senators who heard the last statement of the Senator 
from Texas precisely what it is of which he complains. TheSen- 
ator said that the Solicitor of the State Department was either 
grossly incompetent or shamefully neglectful of his duty. 

Mr. SPOONER. Shamefully indifferent. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Shamefully indifferent as to his duties. I 
stated in the course of my remarks that that was a charge which 
was unwarranted; and in that perfectly proper response the Sena- 
tor felt that he found an insult. I could not find onethere. Ido 
not think that any Senator on the floor could find one there, nor 
do I think the Senator himself could find one there if he looked 
the Recorp over. That is all I desire to say, Mr. President. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I was so certain the Senator 
from Indiana did intend what I believed that I interrupted him 
then and told him those words were offensive and I thought he 
ought to withdraw them. Instead of saying they were not in- 
tended to be offensive, he said: “‘I will withdraw them if you 
withdraw your characterization of Judge Penfield.’ 

My answer was that for what I said about Judge Penfield I 
would answer to him. For what the Senator from Indiana says 
about me doubtless he is willing to take the same course. He 
could then and there have made the disclaimer. I offered him the 
opportunity to do it, and I had not supposed that one Senator 
speaking of a matter in which he was not personally interested 
would want to offend another. I took occasion then and there to 
offer him an opportunity to say he did not, and he only agreed to 
disclaim it upon the ground that I would disclaim. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator did not disclaim his rather 
heated language with reference to this official of the State De- 
partment who, as I told him, was my personal acquaintance and 
my friend, and who came from my State. To have withdrawn 
the words that that language was, as I thought it was, unwar- 
ranted would have been to have indorsed the language of the 
Senator from Texas that this official was grossly incompetent or 
shamefully neglectful or indifferent. I do not think he is grossly 
incompetent or shamefully indifferent, but that he is highly com- 
petent, and he is a man sensitive as to the discharge of all his 
duties. Idonot think the Senator himself in the morning will find 
anything in that except a perfectly proper defense of an official 
whom I regard as able and as pure as any one in the Senate 
Chamber or in the service of the Government. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kran in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing tothe resolution. [Putting the question. | 
The ‘‘ noes’’ seem to have it. , 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask for the yeas and nays on the adoption o! 
the resolution. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I desire to address myself to the 
resolution for just a moment. I have no interest in the debate 
which has taken place between the two distinguished Senators, 
although I am sorry that it should have assumed the tone it has 
in view of the importance of the resolution. We are apt in our 
personal debates to forget sometimes the subject which we are to 
vote upon. 

I have had occasion to examine the facts in the Scott case, and 
I believe that no more outrageous injustice has ever been done an 
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American citizen than is now being perpetrated upon Dr. Scott 
and his wife in Mexico. I have made no charge, and do not make 
any, against amyone in the Department or against our ambassador 
to Mexico, but I regret exceedingly that this debate should as- 
sume in any way a partisan aspect. These people are American 
citizens, and the record that I have read shows conclusively that 
their property has been tied up under the practice of Mexico by 
an attachment in aid, which every lawyer understands, without 
giving te Dr. Scott and his family that bond of indemnity which 
should go to every man whose money or whose property is tied up. 

I certainly can not believe that our ambassador can be in any 
way a party to any misconduct there in connection with this 
court; but this much is disclosed in the record, as I have read it: 
The contract was virtually destroyed by an erasure, and when 
that contract was copied the erasure was omitted, as I under- 
stand; so that in the transfer of the papers im the State Depart- 


ment the document as it was originally printed should have been | 


copied and the erasure and interlineation should have been 
shown. Who is to blame for making that copy I have no means 
of knowing, but I do know this—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the paper on file in the State Depart- 
ment show the erasure? 


Mr. MASON. No; the copy on file in the State Department | 


does not show that the original paper was ever changed after its 
execution; but the original paper itself was changed, and the gist 
of the action was in the change. Now we will assume, for the 
purposes of the argument, that that was the true contract, and 
that the minds of the contracting parties met when the erasure 
was made, and yet this fact remains 

Mr. SPOONER. For what was the money claimed? 

Mr. MASON. 
as I remember. 

The fact remains that, without giving to Dr. Scott any bond of 
indemnity, they have tied up this man’s property, amounting to 
hundreds of thousands of dollars, as I remember it. 

Mr. BAILEY. They have not tied up this money, but they 
have absolutely turned it over to Beilinberg, and he is in posses- 
sion of it without any bond to return it in case the judgment goes 
against him. 

“Mr. MASON. Yes; and there is not in any civilized country in 
the world a place where you can sue an attachment in aid and 
take possession of a debtor’s property without giving him some 
bond of indemnity; and yet the fact remains that upon the case 
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and I think there was undue influence at court in the original 
proceedings had there—practically turned over this property of 
Mr. Scott, who is absolutely helpless. I cansee no possible harm 
in the adoption of the resolution, and I can vote for it without in 
any way reflecting upon the ambassador or the State Department. 
I hope the resolution will pass. The papers are not voluminous. 
I can see no special reason why—— 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. MASON. In a moment. I can see no reason why we 
should make any question about this, except that there is an 
American citizen, who is a respectable man—I had the pleasure 
of meeting him and his wife here in Washington—who is being 
unjustly dealt with; and we certainly can protect American citi- 
zens in Mexico without directly or indirectly reflecting upon our 
ambassador there. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I want to suggest, in regard to 
the resolution, that we never address such resolutions to the Sec- 
retary of State. Resolutions relating to a foreign nation are in- 
variably addressed to the President of the United States, and I 
think this ought to be addressed in the same way—‘‘ That the 
President of the United States be requested, if not incompatible 
with the public interest ’’—simply following the usual form. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, that is formal. I do not know 
I know these papers 
are in the possession of the Secretary of State, and I thought the 


| resolution ought to be addressed to the one having possession of 
| the papers. 


I make no point about that, however. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, if this resolution passes, in 
view of the fact that we are about to adjourn finally, nothing 
will come of it until the next session of Congress. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is true. 

Mr. SPOONER. Sol suggest to my friend from Texas that 


| it would perhaps be better to refer this resolution to the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Relations, with authority or instructions to in- 
vestigate the matter and report the facts at the next session of 
Congress. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I will say that I would rather 


| have that kind of a resolution than this, particularly since there 


stated, which shows fraud upon its very face, they attached the | 


property of Dr. Scott, and without giving him any bond they ac- 
tually turned the money over to the man who is now bringing the 
suit and without a final judgment—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. MASON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Was Dr. Scott in possession of the property ? 

Mr. MASON. Dr. Scott was in possession of the property. 

Mr. SPOONER. And he was ousted? 

Mr. MASON. He was ousted by an attachment. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from Illinois will permit me, 
that is not it exactly; the money was deposited in bank, 

Mr. MASON. So I understand. 

Mr. SPOONER. What money was it? 

Mr. BAILEY. The money that was due to Dr. Scott as pay- 
ment on this land. Will the Senator from Illinois permit me just 
a moment further? 

Mr. MASON. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. The land was sold for a certain sum above the 
option price, and the option price was turned over—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Scott having the option? 

Mr. BAILEY. 
real owners of the land, and the balance was his profit on the 
transaction. That balance in the shape of profits was represented 
by certain notes. This particular note was for $20,000. At the 
maturity of that note the obligor of the note, instead of going 
to Dr. Scott, by collusion with these other parties arranged to 
deposit it in bank so that Beilinberg could reach and attach it. 

Mr. MASON. That is the reason, Mr. President, I have taken 
the floor for a moment to say that I do not want the resolution to 
be passed or defeated upon any question reflecting upon our am- 
bassador or upon the State Department. 


brought before the Senate. It can do no one any harm if they 
are brought here, if there is anything that will bring to light or 
call the attention of the American ambassador, our representa- 
tive there, to see to it that American citizens in dealing in Mexico 
shall have at least an even show with the natives of that country 
when they go before the courts of justice. 

I say frankly that I never knew of any case before where a 
creditor could bring a suit, and by attachment or any similar ar- 
rangement take actual possession of p tty, goods, or money, 
and by reason of influence at court—and I have read the record, 





I have faith in the | 
ambassador and in the Depertment; but I do want all the papers | 


is some danger of this debate assuming a party aspect. 

Mr. SPOONER. How does the Senator know there is any dan- 
ger of that? 

Mr. BAILEY. I judged from the viva voce vote a while ago 
that there was some danger of that, and I am sincerely anxious 
to avoid that. So I will, without hesitation, accept the sugges- 


| tion of the Senator from Wisconsin, because in that way the 


Committee on Foreign Relations can get the papers, and they 
can, by a proper procedure, determine whether there is any neces- 
sity of bringing the matter further to the attention of the Senate. 

With the permission of the Senator from Wisconsin, I will 
move, or I shall be glad to have him move, to refer the resolution 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, with authority to inquire 
into the matter, and report to the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think that is the better way, and the com- 
mittee will, of course, investigate it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So dol. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Texas, that the resolution be referred to the 


| Committee on Foreign Relations, 


The motion was agreed to. 
REPAIRS TO AQUEDUCT BRIDGE. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I introduce an emergency 


joint resolution, and I am going to ask that it be considered with- 
out reference to a committee. The reading of the resolution will 


| disclose its object. 


Yes; the option price was turned over to the | 


| 





The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire introduces a joint resolution for which he asks present con- 
sideration. The joint resolution will be read tothe Senate for its 
information. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 130) authorizing certain temporary 
repairs to the Aqueduct Bridge, District of Columbia, was read 
the first time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and the House of Representatives of the United 


States of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to spend an amount not exceeding $3,000 from the 
balance of appropriations made for the reconstruction of pier No. 4 of the 
Aqueduct Bridge, District of Columbia, for the purpose of the examination 
of, andimmediate temporary repairs to, the remaining piers of said bridge 


in cases of need arising from flood or ice. 

The Senate.as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 5956) to provide for the allotment of the lands of the 
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Cherokee Nation, for the disposition of town sites therein, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 
2295) temporarily to provide for the administration of the affairs 
of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and for other pur- 


pose s. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 
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| mission, entitled ‘An Act providing an organization for the departments of 


the interior, of commerce and police, of finance and justice, and of public in- 
struction,” enacted September sixth, nineteen hundred and one, is hereby 
approved, ratified, an confirmed, and until otherwise provided by law the 
said islands shall continue to be governed as thereby and herein provided, 


| and all laws passed hereafter by the Philippine Commission shall have an 
| enacting clause as follows: *“‘ By authority of the United States be it enacted 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House | 


had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and 
they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 493) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a 
code of law for the District of Columbia; ’”’ 

A bill (H. R. 303) for the relief of Sol Bear & Co.; 

A bill (H. R. 367) for the relief of Angus A. McPhee; 

A bill (H. R. 2494) for the allowance of certain claims reported 
by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Depart- 
nent; 

A bill (H. R. 8586) amending the act of march 2, 1901, entitled 
*‘An act to carry into effect the stipulations of Article VII of the 
treaty between the United States and Spain, concluded on the 
i0th day of December, 1898; 


A bill (H. R. 10321) granting an increase of pension to Susan | 


A. Phelps: 


by the Philippine Commission.” 

The provisions of section eighteen hundred and ninety-one of the Revised 
Statutes of eighteen hundred and seventy-eight shall not apply to the Philip- 
pine Islands. 

Future appointments of civil governor, vice-governor, members of said 
Commission and heads of executive departments shall he made by the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

Src. 2. That the action of the President of the United States heretofore 
taken by virtue of the authority vested in him as Commander in Chief of the 
Army and Navy, as set forth in his order of July twelfth, eighteen hundred 
and ninety-eight, whereby a tariff of duties and taxes as set forth by said 
order was to be levied and collected at all ports and places in the Philippine 
Islands upon passing into the occupation and possession of the forces of the 
United States, together with the subsequent amendments of said order, are 
hereby approved, ratified, and confirmed, and the actions of the authorities 
of the government of the Philippine Islands, taken in accordance with the 
provisions of said order and subsequent amendments, are hereby approved: 
Provided, That nothing contained in this section shall be held to amend or 
repeal an Act entitled ““An Act temporarily to provide revenue for the Phil- 
ippine Islands, and for other purposes,” approved March eighth; nineteen 
hundred and two. 

Sec. 3. That the President of the United States, during such time as and 
whenever the sovereignty and authority of the United States encounter 
armed resistance in the Philippine Islands, until otherwise provided by Con- 
gress, shall continue to regulate and control commercial intercourse with 
and within said islands by such general rules and regulations as he, in his 


| discretion, may deem most conducive to the public interests and the general 


A bill (H. R. 11987) relating to transportation of dutiable mer- | 
chandise at subports of Tacoma and Seattle, State of Washing- | 


ton; 

A bill (AH. R. 13875) authorizing the adjustment of rights of 
settlers on the Navajo Indian Reservation, Territory of Arizona; 
A bill (H. R. 14234) granting a pension to John Williamson; 

A bill (H. R. 15270) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act author- 
izing the Arkansas Harbor Terminal Railway Company to con- 
struct a bridge across the Corpus Christi channel, known as the 
Morris and Cummings ship channel, in Arkansas County, Tex.;’’ 


A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 182) authorizing the Director of | 


the Census to compile statistics relating to irrigation; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 198) giving authority to the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to make special regulations 
for the occasion of the thirty-sixth national encampment of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, to be held in the District of Colum- 
bia in the month of October, 1902, and for other purposes inci- 
dent to said encampment. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. LODGE. Iask that the conference report upon what is 
known as the Philippine bill, agreed to by the House, which has 
just been sent to the Senate, be printed in the RECORD and as a 
document, and that it may lie over. I give notice that I shall 


welfare. 

Sec. 4. That all inhabitants of the Philippine Islands continuing to reside 
therein who were Spanish subjects on the eleventh day of April, eighteen 
hundred and ninety-nine, and then resided in said Islands, and their children 
born subsequent thereto, shall be deemed and held to be citizens of the Philip- 
pine Islands and as such entitled to the protection of the United States, ex- 
cept such as shall have elected to preserve their allegiance to the Crown of 
Spain in accordance with the provisions of the treaty of peace between the 
United States and Spain signed at Paris December tenth, eighteen hundred 
and ninety-eight 

Sec. 5. That no law shall be enacted insaid islands which shall deprive any 
person of life, libercy, or property without due process of law, or deny toany 
person therein the equal protection of the laws. 

That in all criminal prosecutions the accused shall enjoy the right to be 
heard by himself and counsel, to demand the nature and cause of the accusa- 


| tion against him, to have a speedy and public trial, to meet the witnesses face 


call it up for final disposition immediately after the routine 


morning business to-morrow morning. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 


setts asks unanimous consent that the conference report on the | 
measure known as the Philippine bill may be printed in the | 


RecorD, and also as a document. 

Mr. LODGE. And also the bill as agreed upon by the con- 
ferees. 

The PRESIDENT pr 


upon by the confer es, 


tempore. And also the bill as agreed 


Mr. LODGE. It, wo, should be printed in the REcorp. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is to be printed with the report? 

Mr. McCOMAS. The bill should also be printed in the REcorp. 
Mr. LODGE. That is the request. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
and the conference report and the bill will be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The conference report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 22%) “temporarily to provide 
for the administration of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes,” having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 


An Act temporarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil 
government in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the action of the President of the 
United States in creating the Philippine Commission and authorizing said 
Commission to exercise the powers of government to the extent and in the 
manner and form and subject to the regulation and control set forth in the 
instructions of the President to the Philippine Commission, dated April sev- 
enth, nineteen hundred, and in creating the offices of civil governor and vice- 
governor of the Philippine Islands, and authorizing said civil governor and 
vice-governor to exercise the powers of government to the extent and in the 
manner and form set forth in the Executive order dated June twenty-first, 
nineteen hundred and one, and in establishing four executive departments 
of government in said islands as set forth in the Act of the Philippine Com- 


to face, and to have compulsory process to compel the attendance of wit- 
nesses in his behalf 

That no person shall be held to answer for a criminal offense without due 
process of law; and no person for the same offense shall be twice put in jeop- 
ardy of punishment, nor shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a wit- 
ness against himself. 

That all persons shall before conviction be bailable by sufficient sureties 
except for capital offenses. 

That nolaw impairing the obligation of contracts shall be enacted. 

That no person shall be imprisoned for debt. 

That the privilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall not be suspended, 
unless when in cases of rebellion, insurrection, or invasion the public safety 
may require it, in either of which events the same may be suspended by the 
President, or by the governor with the approval of the Philippine Commis- 
sion, whenever during such period the necessity for such suspension shall 
exist. 

That no ex post facto law or bill of attainder shall be enacted. 

That no law granting a title of nobility shall be enacted, and no person 
holding any office of profit or trust in said islands, shall, without the consent 
of the Congress of the United States, accept any present, emolument, office, 
or title of any kind whatever from any king, queen, prince, or foreign State. 

That excessive bail shall not be required, nor excessive fines imposed, nor 
cruel and unusual punishment inflicted. 

That the right to be secure against unreasonable searches and seizures 
shall not be violated. 

That neither slavery, nor involuntary servitude except as a canes 
for crime, whereof the party shall have been duly convicted, shall exist in 
said islands. 

That no law shall be passed abridging the freedom of speech or of the 
press,or the right of the people peaceably to assemble and petition the Gov- 
ernment for redress of grievances. 

That nolaw shall be made respecting an establishment of religion or pro- 
hibiting the free exercise thereof, and that the free exercise and enjoyment 


| of religious profession and worship, without discrimination or preference, 


The Chair hears no objection; | 





shall forever be allowed. 

That no money shall be paid out of the treasury except in pursuance of an 
appropriation by law. 

That the rule of taxation in said islands shall be uniform. 

That no private or local bill which may be enacted into law shall embrace 
more than one subject, and that subject shall be expressed in the title of the 
bill. 

That no warrant shall issue but upon probable cause, supported by oath 
or affirmation, and particularly describing the place to be searched and the 
person or things to be seized. : 

That all money collected on any tax levied or assessed for a special pur- 
pose shall be treated as a special fund in the treasury and paid out for such 
purpose only. ; 

Suc. 6. That whenever the existing insurrection in the Philippine Islands 
shall have ceased and a condition of general and complete peace shall have 
been established therein and the fact shall be certified to the President by 
the Philippine Commission, the President, upon being satisfied thereof, sha ] 
order a census of the Philippine Islands to be taken by said Philippine Com- 
mission; such census in its inquiries relating to the population shall take and 
make so far as practicable full report for all the inhabitants, of name, age, 
sex, race, or tribe, whether native or foreign born, literacy in Spanish, na- 
tive dialect or language, or in English, school attendance, ownership 0 
homes, industrial and social statistics, and such other information separately 
for each island, each province, and municipality, or other civil division, a5 
the President and al Commission may deem necessary: Provided, That the 
President may, upon the request of said Commission, in his discretion, employ 
the service of the Census Bureau in compiling and promulgating the statis- 
tical information above provided for, and may commit to such Bureau any 
part or portion of such labor as to him may seem wise. : 

SEc. 7. That two years after the completion and publication of the census, 














in case such condition of general and complete peace, with recognition of the 

authority of the United States, shall have continued in the territory of said 

islands not inhabited by Moros or other non-Christian tribes, and such facts 

shall have been certified to the President _by the Philippine Commission, the 

President upon being satisfied thereof shall direct said Commission to call, 

and the Commission shall call, a ae election for the choice of delegates 
vit 


to a popular assembly of the Bo le of said territory in the Philippine Islands, 
which shall be known as the Philippine assembly. After said assembly shall | 
have convened and organized, all the legislative power heretofore conferred 
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its agricultural character and productiveness, and shall immediately make 
rules and regulations for the lease, sale, or other disposition of the public 
lands other than timber or mineral lands, but such rules and regulations 
shall not go into effect or have the force of law until they have received the 
approval of the President and when approved by the President they shall be 
submitted by him to Congress at the beginning of the next ensuing session 
thereof and unless disapproved or amended by Congress at said session, they 
shall at the close of such period have the force and effect of lawin the Philip- 
pine Islands: Provided, That a single homestead entry shall not exceed six- 


on the Philippine Commission in all that part of said islands not inhabited | teen hectares in extent. 


by Moros or other non-Christian tribes shall be vested in a legislature con- 


Sec. 14. That the government of the Philippine Islands is hereby author 


sisting of two houses—the Philippine Commission and the a assem- ized and empowered to enact rules and regulations and to prescribe terms 


bly. Said assembly shall consist of not less than fifty nor more than one hun- 
dred members, to be apportioned by said Commission among the provinces as 
nearly as practicable according to population: Provided, That no province | 
shall have less than one member: And provided further, That provinces enti- 
tled by population to more than one member may be divided into such con- 
venient districts as the said Commission may deem best. Public notice of 
such division shall be given at least ninety days prior to such election, and the 
election shall be held under rules and regulations to be prescribed by law. 


and conditions to enable persons = pe their title to public lands in said 
Islands who, prior to the transfer of sovereignty from Spain to the United 
States, had fulfilled all or some of the conditions required by the & 1 
laws and royal decrees of the Kingdom of Spain for the acquisition o al 
title thereto yet failed to secure conveyance of title; and the Philippine 
Commission is authorized to issue patents, without compensation, t y 
native of said Islands, conveying title to any tract of land not more than 
sixteen hectares in extent, which were public lands and had been actually 


| 
> 
f 


The qualification of electors in such election shall be the same as is now pro- | occupied by such native or his ancestors prior to and on the thirteenth of 


vided by law in case of electors in municipal elections. The members of 
assembly sball hold office for two years from the first day of January next 


following their election, and their successors shall be chosen by the people 


every second year thereafter. No person shall be eligible to such election 
who is not a qualified elector of the election district in which he may be 
chosen, owing allegiance to the United States, and twenty-five years of age. 

The legislature shall hold annual sessions, commencing on the first Monday 
of February in each year and continuing not exceeding ninety days thereaf- 
ter (Sundays and holidays not included): Provided, That the first meeting of 


the legislature shall be held upon the call of the governor within ninety days | 


after the first election: And provided further, That if at the termination of 
any session the appropriations necessary for the support of government shall 
not have been made, an amount equal to the sums aapeceetss in the last 
appropriation bills for such purposes shall be deemed to be appropriated; 
and until the legislature shall act in such behalf the treasurer may, with the 
advice of the governor, make the payments necessary for the purposes afore- 
said. 

The legislature may be called in special session at any time by the civil 
governor for general legislation, or for action on such specific subjects as he 


may designate. No special session shall continue longer than thirty days, | 


exclusive of Sundays. 

The assembly shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifica- 
tions of its members. A majority shall constitute a quorum to do business, 
but a smaller number may adjourn from day to day and may be authorized 
to compel the attendance of absent members. It shall choose its speaker and 
other officers, and the salaries of its members and officers shall be fixed by 
law. It may determine the rule of its proceedings, punish its members for 
disorderly behavior, and with the concurrence of two-thirds expela member. 
It shall keep a journal of its proceedings, which shall be published, and the 
yeas and nays of the members on any question shall, on the demand of one- 
fifth of those present, be entered on the journal. 

Src. 8. That at the same time with the first meeting of the Philippine leg- 
islature, and biennially thereafter, there shall be chosen by said legislature, 
each house voting separately, two resident commissioners to the United 
States, who shall be entitled to an official recognition as such by all depart- 
ments upon presentation to the President of a certificate of election by the 
civil governor of said islands, and each of whom shall be entitled to a salary 
payable monthly by the United States at the rate of five thousand dollars 
per annum, and two thousand dollars additional to cover all expenses: Pro- 
vided, That no person shall be eligible to such election who is not a qualified 
elector of said islands, owing allegiance to the United States, and who is not 
thirty years of age. 

Sxc. 9. That the supreme court and the courts of first instance of the 
Philippine Islands shall possess and exercise jurisdiction as heretofore pro- 
vided and such additional jurisdiction as shall hereafter be prescribed by the 
government of said islands, subject to aewes of said government to change 
the practice and method of procedure. / 
shall possess and exercise jurisdiction as heretofore provided by the Philip- 
pine Commission, subject in all matters to such alteration and amendment 
as may be hereafter enacted by law; and the chief justice and associate jus- 
tices of the supreme court shail hereafter be appointed by the President, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and shall receive the compen- 
sation heretofore prescribed by the Commission until otherwise provided by 


Congress. The judges of the court of first instance shall be appointed by the | 


civil governor, by and with the advice and consent of the Philippine Commis- 
sion: Provided, That the admiralty jurisdiction of the supreme court and 
courts of first instance shall not be changed except by act of Congress. 

Sec. 10. That the Supreme Court of the United States shall have jurisdi-- 
tion to review, revise, reverse, modify, or affirm the final judgments and dec 
crees of the supreme court of the Philippine Islands in all actions, cases, 
causes, and proceedings now pending therein or hereafter determined thereby 
in which the Constitution or any statute, treaty, title, right, or privilege, of 
the United States is involved, or in causes in which the value in contro- 
versy exceeds twenty-five thousand dollars, or in which the title or posses- 
sion of real estate exceeding in value the sum of twenty-five thousand daton. 
to be ascertained by the oath of either party or of other competent witnesses, 
is involved or brought in question; and such final judgments or decrees may 
and can be reviewed, revised, reversed, modified, or aftirmed by said Supreme 
Court of the United States on appeal or writ of error by the party aggrieved, 
in the same manner, under the same regulations, and by the same procedure, 
as far as applicable, as the final judgments and decrees of the circuit courts 
of the United States. 

Sec. 11. That the government of the Philippine Islands is hereby authorized 
to provide for the needsof commerce by improving the harborsand navigable 
waters of said islands and to construct and maintain in said navigable waters 
and upon the shore adjacent thereto bonded warehouses, wharves, piers, 
light-houses, signal and life-saving stations, buoys, and like instruments of 
commerce, and to adopt and enforce regulations in regard thereto, including 
bonded warehouses wherein articles not intended to be imported into said 
islands nor mingled with the property therein, but brought into a port of 
said islands for reshipment to anot 1er country, may be deposited in bondand 
rpatipped to another country without the payment of customs duties or 
“Darges, 

. SEC. 12. That all the property and rights which may have been acquired 
in the er ilippine Islands by the United States under the treaty of peace with 
Spain, signed December tenth, eighteen hundred and ninety-eight, except 
such land or other property as shall be designated by the President of the 
United States for military and other reservations of the Government of the 


United States, are hereby placed under the control of the government of said 


islands to be administered for the benefit of the inhabitants thereof, except 
as provided in this Act. 
SEC 


Vision 


. 13. That the government of the Philippine Islands, a to the pro- 
8 of this Act and except as herein provided, shall classi y according to 


he municipal courts of said islands | 


August, eighteen hundred and ninety-eight. 

Sec. 15. That the government of the Philippine Islands is hereby aut 
ized and empowered, on such termsas it may prescribe, by general legi 
| tion, to preva for the granting or sale and conveyance to actual occupants 
and settlers and other citizens of said islands such parts and portions of te 
| public domain, other than timber and mineral lands, of the United States in 
| said islands as it may deem wise, not exceeding sixteen hectares to any one 
person, and for the sale and conveyance of not more than one thousand and 
twenty-four hectares to any corporation or association of persons: Provided, 
That the grant or sale of such lands, whether the purchase price be paid at 
once or in partial payments, shall be conditioned upon actual and continued 
occupancy, improvement, and cultivation of the premises sold for a period 
of not less than five years, during which time the purchaser or grantee can 
not alienate or encumber said land or the title thereto; but such restriction 
shall not apply to transfers of rights and title of inheritance under the laws 
for the distribution of the estates of decedents. 

Sec. 16. That in granting or selling any part of the public domain under 
the provisions of the last preceding section, preference in all cases shall be 
given to actual occupants and settlers; and such public lands of the United 
States in the actual possession or occupancy of any native of the Philippine 
Islands shall not be sold by said government to any other person without the 
consent thereto of said prior occupant or settler first had and obtained: 
Provided, That the prior right hereby secured to an occupant of land, who 
can show no other proof of title than possession, shall not apply to more than 

sixteen hectares in any one tract. 

SEc. 17. That timber, trees, forests, and forest products on lands leased or 
| demised by the government of the Philippine Islands under the provisions of 
this Act shall not be cut, destroyed, removed, or appropriated except by 
| special permission of said government and under such regulations as it may 
| prescribe. > 
All moneys obtained from lease or sale of any portion of the public 
domain or from licenses to cut timber by the government of the Philippine 
Islands shall be covered into the insular treasury and be subject only to ap- 
propriation for insular purposes according to law. 

Sec. 18. That the forest laws and regulations now in force in the Philip- 
pine Islands, with such modifications and amendments as may be made by 
the government of said islands, are hereby continued in force, and no timber 
lands forming part of the public domain shall be sold, leased, or entered un 
til the government of said islands, upon the certification of the forestry 
bureau that said lands are more valuable for agriculture than for forest 
uses, shall declare such lands so certified to be agricultural in character: 
Provided, That the said government shall have the right and is hereby em 
powered to issue licenses to cut, harvest, or collect timber or other forest 
products on reserved or unreserved public lands in said islands in a 








or’ 
ance with the forest laws and regulations hereinbefore mentioned and with 


1 
the provisions of this Act, and the said government may lease land to any 
erson or persons holding such licenses, sufficient for a mill site, not to exceed 
ar hectares in extent, and may grant rights of way to enable such person 
or persons to get access to the lands to which such licenses apply 
| Src. 19. That the beneficial use shall be the basis, the measure, and the 
limit of all rights to water in said islands, and the government of said islands 
is hereby authorized to make such rules and regulations for the use of water, 
and to make such reservations of public lands for the protection of the 
water supply, and for other public purposes not in conflict with the provi 
sions of this Act, as it may deem best for the public good. 


£ 


MINERAL LANDS. 


Src. 20. That in all cases public lands in the Philippine Islands valuable 
for minerals shall be reserved from sale, except as ott 
rected by law. 
Sxc. 21. That all valuable mineral ~ yy in public lands in the Philippine 
Islands, both surveyed and unsurveyed, are hereby declared to be free and 
open to exploration, occupation, and purchase, and the land in which they 
are found to occupation, and purchase, by citizens of the United States, or of 
said islands: Provided, That when on any lands in said islands entered and 
occupied as agricultural lands under the provisions of this Act, but not pat- 
ented, mineral deposits have been found, the working of such mineral depos- 
its is hereby forbidden until the person, association, or corporation who or 
| which has entered and is occupying such lands shall have paid tothe govern 


ment of said islands such additional sum or sums as will make the total 
amount paid for the mineral claim or claims in which said deposits are k 
cated equal to the amount charged by the government for the same as 1 
eral claims. 

| Sxc. 22. That mining claims upon land containing veins or lodes of quartz 
or other rock in place bearing gold, silver, cinnabar, lead, tin, copper, or 
other valuable deposits, located after the passage of this Act, whether d 
by one or more persons qualified to locate the same under the preceding se¢ 
tion, shall be located in the following manner and under the follow ) 
ditions: Any person so qualified desiring to locate a mineral claim shall, sub 
ject to the provisions of this Act with respect to land which may be used for 
mining, enter upon the same and locate a plot of ground measuring, where 
s0ssible, but not exceeding, one thousand feet in length by one thousand feet 
in breadth, in as nearly as possible a rectangular form; that is to say: All 
angles shall be right angles, except in cases where a boundary line of a pre- 
viously surveyed claim is adopted as common to both claims, but the lines 
need not necessarily be meridional. In defining the size of a mineral claim, 
it shall be measured horizontally, irrespective of inequalities of the surface 
of the ground. 

| §xc. 23. That a mineral claim shall be marked by two posts placed as 
nearly as possible on the line of the ledge or vein, and the posts shall be num 
bered one and two, and the distance between posts numbered one and two 
shall not exceed one thousand feet, the line between posts numbered one and 
two to be known as the location line; and upon posts numbered one and two 


1erwise expressly di- 
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shall be written the name given to the mineral claim, the name of the locator- 
and the date of the location. 
ten, in additon to the foregoing, “Initial post,” the approximate compass 
bearing of post numbered two, and a statement of the number of feet lying 
to the right and to the left of the line from post numbered one to post num- 
bered two, thus: “Initial post. Direction of post numbered two. feet 
of this claim lie on the right and feet on the left of the line from num- 
ber one to number two post.” All the particulars required to be put on 
number one and number two posts shall be furnished by the locator to the 
provincial secretary, or such other officer as by the Philippine government 





Upon post numbered one there shall be writ, | 
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| seen. The locator sh 





JUNE 30, 





may be described as mining recorder, in writing, at the time the claim is re- 
corded, and shall form a part of the record of such claim. 

Sxc. 24. That when a claim has been located the holder shall immediately 
mark the line between posts numbered one and two so that it can be distinctl 

also place a post at the point where he has fount 

minerals in place, on which shall be written “ Discovery post:” Provided, 
That when the claim issurveyed the surveyor shall be guided by the records 
of the claim, the sketch plan on the back of the declaration made by the 
owner when the claim was recorded, posts numbered one and two, and the 
notice on number one, the initial post. 


EXAMPLES OF VARIOUS MODES OF LAYING OUT CLAIMS. 
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Src. 2. That it shall not be lawful to move number one post, but number 
two post may be moved by the deputy mineral surveyor when the distance 
between posts numbered one and two exceeds one thousand feet, in order to 
place number two post one thousand feet from number one post on the line 
of location. When the distance between posts numbered one and two is less 
than one thousand feet the deputy mineral surveyor shall have no authority 
to extend the claim beyond number two. 

Sc. 26. That the “location line” shall govern the direction of one side of 
the claim, upon which the survey shall be extended according to this Act. 

SEc. 27. t the holder of a mineral claim shall be entitled to all minerals 
which may lie within his claim, but he shall not be entitled to mine outside 
the boundary lines of his claim continued vertically downward: Provided, 
That this Act shall not prejudice the rights of claim owners nor claim holders 
whose claims have been located under existing laws prior to this Act. 

Sec. 28. That no mineral claim of the full size shall be recorded without 
the application being accompanied by an affidavit made by the applicant or 
some person on his behalf cognizant of the facts—that the legal notices and 
posts have been put up; that mineral has been found in place on the claim 
proposed to be recorded; that the ground eee foris unoccupied by any 
other person. In the said declaration shall be set out the name of the appli- 
cant and the dateof the location of the claim. The words written on the 
number one and number two posts shall be set out in full, and as accurate a 
description as possible of the position of the claim given with reference to 
some natural object or permanent monuments. 

Sxc. 29. That no mineral claim which at the date of itsrecord is known 
by the locator to be less than a full-sized mineral claim shall be recorded 
without the word “fraction” being added to the name of the claim, and the 
application being accompanied by an affidavit or solemn declaration made 
by the applicant or some person on his behalf cognizant of the facts: That 
the legal posts and notices have been put up; that mineral has been found 
in place on the fractional claim proposed to be recorded; that the ground 
applied for is unoccupied by any other person. In the said declaration shall 
be set out the name of the applicant and the date of the location of the claim. 
The words written on the posts numbered one and two shall be set out in 
full, and as accurate a description as possible of the position of the claim 
giver. A sketch plan shall be drawn by the applicant on the back of the 
deciaration, showing as near as may be the position of the adjoining min- 
eral claims and the shape and size, expressed in feet, of the claim or fraction 
desired to be recorded: Provided, That the failure on the part of the locator 
of a mineral claim tocomply with any of the foregoing provisions of this sec- 
tion shall not be deemed to invalidate such location, if upon the facts it shall 
appear that such locator has actually discovered mineral in place on said lo- 
cation, and that there has been on his part a bona fide sthaunpt $0 comply with 
the provisions of this Act, and that the nonobservance of the formalities here- 
inbefore referred to is not of a character calculated to mislead other persons 
desiring to locate claims in the vicinity. 

Sec. 20. That in cases where, from the nature or shape of the ground, it is 
impossible to mark the location line of the claim as provided by this Act 
then the claim may be marked by placing posts as nearly as possible to the 
location line, and noting the distance an direction such posts may be from 
=o a ion line, which distance and direction shall be set out in the record 
of the claim. 

Sec. 31. That every person locating a mineral claim shall record the same 
with the provincial secretary or such other officer as by the government of 
the Philippine Islands may be described as mining recorder of the district 
within which the same is situate, within thirty days after the location thereof. 
Such record shall be made in a book to be kept for the purpose in the office 
of the said provincial secretary or such other officer as by the said govern- 
ment descri 
the claim, the name of each locator, the locality of the mine, the direction of 
the location line, the length in feet, the date of location, and the date of the 
record. A claim which shall not have been recorded within the prescribed 
period shall be deemed to have been abandoned. 

Sec. 2. That in case of any dispute as to the location of a mineral claim 
the title to the claim shall be recognized according to the priority of such 
location, subject to any question as to the validity of the record itself and 
ang t to the holder having complied with all the terms and conditions of 

11s Act 

Src. 33. That no holder shall be entitled to hold in his its or their own 
name or in the name of any other person corporation or association more 
than one mineral claim on the same vein or lode. 

Sec. 24. That a holder may at any time abandon any mineral claim by 
giving notice, in writing, of such intention to abandon, to the provincial sec- 


retary or such other officer as by the government of the Philippine Islands 





as mining recorder, in which shall be inserted the name of | 


may be described as mining recorder; and from the date of the record of 
such notice all his interest in such claim shall cease. 

Src. 35. That proof of citizenship under the clauses of this Act relating to 
mineral lands may consist, in the case of an individual, of his own affidavit 
thereof; in the case of an association of persons unincorporated, of the affi- 
davit of their authorized agent, made on his own knowledge or upon infor- 
mation and belief; and in the case of a corporation organized under the laws 
of the United States, or of any State or Territory thereof, or of the Philip- 
pine Islands, by the filing of a certified copy of their charter or certificate of 
incorporation. 

Sec. 36. That the United States eee = gd Commission or its successors 
may make regulations, not in conflict with the provisions of this Act, govern- 
ing the location, manner of recording, and amount of work necessary to hold 


| possession of a mining claim, subject to the following requirements: 


On each claim located after the passage of this Act, and until a patent has 
been issued therefor, not less than one hu dollars’ worth of labor shall 
be performed or improvements made duringeach year: Provided, That upon 
a failure to comply with these conditions the claim or mine upon which such 
failure occurr ll be o to relocation in the same manner as if no loca- 
tion of the same had ever m made, provided that the original locators, 
their heirs, assigns, or le representatives have not resumed work upon 
the claim after failure and before such location. Upon the failure of any one 
of several coowners to contribute his rs of the expenditures required 
thereby, the coowners who have performed the labor or made the improve- 


| ments may, at the expiration of the year, give such delinquent coowner per- 


| sonal notice in writing, or notice by publication in the i Meme” 








| 


| an application has 
| newspaper to be by him designated as nearest to oman 


: publis 1ed 
nearest the claim, and in two ae published at Manila, one in the 
English janguage and the other in the Spanish language, to be desi ted by 
the chief of the Philippine insular bureau of public lands, for at least once 
a week for ninety days, and if, at the en of ninety days after such 
notice in writing or by publication such delinquent shall fail or refuse to 
contribute his proportion of the expenditure required by this section his in- 
terest in the claim shall become the property of his coowners who have made 
the required expenditures. The period within which the work required to be 
done annually on all unpatented mineral claims shall commence on the 
first day of January succeeding the date of location of such claim. 4 
Sxc. 37. Thata pos forany land claimedand located for valuable min- 
eral deposits may be obtai in the following manner: Any person, asscria- 
tion, or corporation authorized to locate a claim under this Act, having 
claimed and located a oom of land for such purposes, who has or have com 
plied with the terms of this Act, may file in the office of the provincial secre- 
tary, or such other officer as by the government of said islands may be de- 
scribed as mining recorder of the province wherein the land claimed is lo- 
cated, an application for a patent, under oath, showing such compliance, 
together with a plat and field notes of the claim or claims in common, made 
by or under the direction of the chief of the Philippine insular bureau of 
public lands, showing accurately the boundaries of the claim, which shal! be 
distinctly marked by monuments on the ground, and shall post a copy o! 
such plat, together with a notice of such application for a patent, in a con 
spicuous place on the land embraced in such plat previous to the filing of the 
application for a patent, and file an affidavit of at least two persons that such 
notice has been duly , and shall file a copy of the notice in such office, and 
shall thereupon be entitled to a patent for the land, in the manner following: 
The provincial secretary, or such other officer as by the repens goverr- 
ment may be described as mining recorder, upon the filing of such applica- 
tion, plat, field notes, notices, and affidavits, shall publish a notice that such 
been made, once a week for the period of sixty days, ina 
claim and in two news- 
pers published at Manila, one in the English lan and one in the 
Spanish language, to be designated by the chief of the bilippine insular 
bureau of public lands; and he shall also post such notice in his office for the 
same period. The claimant at the time of filing this application, or at any 
time thereafter within the sixty days of publication, file with the pro- 
vincial secretary or such other officer as by the Philippine government may 
be described as mining recorder a certificate of the chief of the Philippine 


| insular bureau of public lands that five hundred dollars’ worth of labor has 


been expended or improvements made upon the claim by himself or grantors, 
that the plat is correct, with such further description by such reference to 
natural objects or permanent monuments as shall identify the claim, and 
furnish an accurate description to be incorporated in the patent. At the 
expiration of the sixty days of publication the claimant shall file his affi- 
davit, showing that the plat and notice have been posted in a conspicuous 
place on the claim during such period of publication. If no adverse claim 


shall have been filed with the provincial secretary or such other officer 





1902. 





as by the government of caid islands may be described as mining recorder 
at the expiration of the sixty days of publication, it shall be assumed that 
the applicant is entitled to a patent upon the payment to the provincial 


treasurer or the collector of internal revenue of five dollars per acre and 
that no adverse claim exists, and thereafter no objection from third 
parties to the issuance of a patent shall be heard, except it be shown that the 
applicant has failed te comply with the terms of this Act: Provided, That 
where the claimant for a patent is not a resident of or within the province 
wherein the land containing the vein, ledge, or deposit sought to be patented 
is located, the application for patent and the affidavits required to made 
in this section by the claimant for such patent may be made by his, her, or 
its authorized agent where said agent is conversant with the facts sought to 
be established by said affidavits. | ; pees 

Sxc. 38. That applicants for mineral patents, if residing beyond the limits 
of the province or military department wherein the claim is situated, may 
make the oath or affidavit pee for proof of citizenship before the clerk 
of any court of record, or before any notary public of any province of the 
Philippine Islands, or any other official in said islands authorized by law to 
administer oa ‘ 

Sec, 39. That where an adverse claim is filed during the period of publica- 
tion it shall be upon oath of the person or persons making the same, and shall 
show the nature, boundaries, and extent of such adverse claim, and all pro- 
ceedings, except the publication of notice and making and filing of the affida- 
vits thereof, shall be stayed until the controversy shall have been settled or 
decided by a court of competent jurisdiction or the adverse claim waived. 
It shall be the duty of the adverse claimant, within thirty days after filing 
his claim, to commence proceedings in a court of competent jurisdiction to 
determine the question of the C- of possession, and prosecute the same 
with reasonable diligence to fi judgment, and a failure so to do shall bea 
waiver of his adverse claim. After such judgment shall have been rendered 
the party entitled to the possession of the claim, or any portion thereof, may, 
without giving further notice, file a certified copy of the judgment roll with 
the provincial secretary or such other officer as by the government of the 
Philippine Islands may be described as mining recorder, together with the 
certificate of the chief of the Philippine insular bureau of public lands that 
the requisite amount of labor has been expended or improvements made 
thereon, and the description required in other cases, and shall pay to the pro- 
vincial treasurer or the collector of internal revenue of the province in which 
the claim is situated, as the case may be, five dollars per acre for his claim, 
together with the proper fees, whereupon the whole proceedings and the 
judgment roll shall be certified by the provincial secretary or such other of- 


ficer as by said government may be described as mining recorder to the sec- | 


retary of the interior of the Philippine Islands, and a patent shall issue 
thereon for the claim, or such portion thereof as the applicant shall appear, 
from the decision of the court, rightly to possess. The adverse claim may 
be verified by the oath of any duly authorized agent or attorney in fact 
of the adverse claimant cognizant of the facts stated; and the adverse 
claimant, if residing or at the time being beyond the limits of the province 
wherein the claim is situated, may make oath to the adverse claim before 
the clerk of any court of record, or any notary public of any province or 
military department of the Philippine nds, or any other officer author- 
ized to administer oaths where the adverse claimant may then be. If it 
appears from the decision of the court that several parties are entitled to 
separate and different portions of the claim, each party —- pay for his 
portion of the claim, with the proper fees, and file the certi 
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claims, together with the cost of publication of notices, shall be paid by the 
applicants, and they shall be at liberty to obtain the same at the most rea- 
sonable rates, and they shall also be at liberty to employ any such deputy 
mineral surveyor to make the survey. The chief of the Philippine insular 
bureau of public lands shall also have power to establish the maximum charges 
for surveys and publication of notices under this Act; and in case ef exces 
sive charges for publication he may designate any newspaper published in a 
province where mines are situated, or in Manila, for the publication of min 
ing notices and fix the rates to be charged by such paper; and to the end 
that the chief of the bureau of public lands may be fully informed on the 
subject such applicant shall file with the provincial secretary, or such other 
officer as by the government of the Philippine islands may be described as 
mining recorder, a sworn statement of all charges and fees paid by such ap- 
plicant for publication and surveys, and of all feesand money paid the provin- 
cial treasurer or the collector of internal revenue, as the case may be, which 


| statement shall be transmitted, with the other papers in the case, to the sec- 


retary of the interior for the Philippine Islands. 

Sxc. 47. That all affidavits required to be made under this Act may be 
verified before any officer authorized to administer oaths within the prov 
ince or military department where the claims may be situated, and alt tes- 
roofs may be taken before any such officer, and, when duly 


| certified by the officer taking the same, shall have the same force and effect 
9 


as if taken before the proper provincial secretary or such other officer as by 


| the government of the Philippine islands may be described as mining re- 


| corder. 
| land the testimon 





cate and de- | 


scription by the chief of the Philippine insular bureau of public lands, where- | 


upon the provincial secretary or such other officer as by the government of 


said islands may be described as mining recorder shall certify the proceed- | 


ings and judgment roll to the secretary of the interior for the Philippine 
Islands, as in the preceding case, and patents shall issue to the several par- 
ties according to their respective rights. If in anyaction brought pursuant 
to this section title to the ground in controversy shall not be established b 
either party, the court shall so find, and judgment shall be entered accord- 
ingly. In such case costs shall not be allowed to either party, and the claim- 
ant shall not proceed in the office of the provincial secretary or such other 
officer as by the government of said islands may _be described as mining 
recorder or be entitled to a patent for the ground in controversy until he 
shall have perfected his title. Nothing herein contained shall be construed to 
prevent the alienation of a title conveyed by a patent for a mining claim to 
any person whatever. 

Sec. 40. That the description of mineral claims upon surveyed lands shall 
designate the location of the claim with reference to the lines of the public 
surveys, but need not conform therewith; but where a patent shall be issued 
for claims upon unsurveyed lands the chief of the Philippine insular bureau 
of public lands in extending the surveys shall adjust the same to the bounda- 
ries of such patented claim according to the plat or description thereof, but 
80 AS in no case to interfere with or change the location of any such patented 
claim. 

Sec. 41. That any person authorized to enter lands under this Act may 
enter and obtain patent to lands that are chiefly valuable for building stone 
under the provisions of this Act relative to placer mineral claims. 

Src. 42. That amy person authorized to enter lands under this Act ma 
enter and obtain patent to lands containing petroleum or other mineral oils 
and chiefly valuable therefor under the provisions of this Act relative to 
placer mineral claims. 

Sec. 43. That no location of a placer claim shall exceed sixty-four hectares 
for any association of persons, irrespective of the number of persons com- 
p sing such association, and no such location shall include more than eight 

ectares for an individual claimant. Such locations shall conform to the 
laws of the United States Philippine Commission, or its successors, with 
reference to public surveys, and nothing in this section contained shall de- 
feat or impair any bona fide ownership of land for agricultural purposes or 
authorise the sale of the improvements of any bona fide settler to any pur- 
chaser. 

Suc. 44. That where placer claims are located upon surveyed lands and 
conform to legal subdivisions, no further eve or plat s be required, 
and all placer mining claims located after the date of passage of this Act 
shall conform as nearly as practicable to the Philippine system of public-land 
surveys and the regular subdivisions of such surveys; but where placer 
claims can not be conformed to legal subdivisions, survey and plat shall be 
made as on unsurveyed lands; and where by the nee ation of mineral lands 
In any legal subdivision a quantity of agricultural land less than sixteen hec- 
tares shall remain, such fractional portion of agricultural land may be en- 
tered by any party qualified by law for homestead purposes. 5 

Sec. 45. That where such person or association, they and their grantors 
have held and worked their claims for a period equal to the time prescribed 
by the statute of limitations of the Philigpine Islands, evidence of such 
Session and working of the claims for suc riod s) be sufficient to estab- 
lish a right to a patent thereto under this Act, in the absence of any adverse 
claim; but nothing in this Act shall be deemed to impair any lien which may 

ave attached in any way whatever toad to the issuance of a patent. 

Sec. 46. That the chief of the Philippine insular bureau of public lands 
may appoint competent deputy mineral surveyors to survey mining claims. 

© expenses of the survey of vein or lode claims and of the survey of placer 








In cases of contest as to the mineral or agricultural character of 
and proofs may be taken as herein provided on personal 
notice of at leastjten days to the putas party; or if such party can not be 
found, then by publication at least once a week for thirty days in a news- 


| popes to be designated oy the provincial secretary or such other officer as 
y ve 


y said government may described as mining recorder published nearest 
to the location of such land and in two newspapers published in Manila, one in 
the English language and one in the Spanish language, to be designated by 
the chief of the Philippine insular bureau of public lands; and the provincial 
secretary or such other officer as by said government may be described as 
mining recorder shall require proofs that such notice has been given. 

Sec. 48. That where nonmineral land not contiguous to the vein or lode 
is used or occupied by the proprietor of such vein or lode for mining or mill- 
ing purposes, such nonadjacent surface ground may be embraced and in- 
cluded in an application for a patent for such vein or lode, and the same may 


| be patented therewith, subject to the same preliminary requirements as to 


survey and notice as are applicable to veins or lodes; but no location of such 
nonadjacent land shall exceed two hectares, and payment for the same must 
be made at the same rate as fixed by this Act for the superfices of the lode. 
The owner of a quartz mill or reduction works not owning a mine in connec- 


tion therewith may also receive a patent for his mill site as provided in this 


‘tion. 

Sec. 49. That as a condition of sale the government of the Philippine 
Islands may provide rules for working, policing, and sanitation of mines, 
and rules concerning easements, drainage, water rights, right of way, right 
of Government survey and inspection, and other necessary means to their 
complete development not inconsistent with the provisions of this Act, and 
those conditions shall be. fully expressed in the patent. The Philippine Com- 
mission or its successors are hereby further empowered to fix the bonds of 
deputy mineral surveyors. 

Sec. 50. That whenever by priority of possession rights to the use of water 
for mining, agricultural, manufacturing, or other purposes have vested and 
accrued and the same are recognized and acknowle¢ god by the local customs, 
laws, and the decisions of courts, the possessors and owners of such vested 
rights shall be maintained and protected in the same, and the right of way 
for the construction of ditches and canals for the purposes herein specified 
is acknowledged and confirmed, but whenever any person, in the construc- 
tion of any ditch or canal, injures or damages the possession of any settler 
on the public domain, the party committing such injury or damage shall be 
liable to the party injured for such injury or damage. 

SEc.51. Thatall patents granted shall be subject to any vested and accrued 
water rights, or rights to ditches and reservoirs used in connection with such 
water rights as may have been acquired under or recognized by the preced- 
ing section. 

Src. 52. That the Government of the Philippine Islands is authorized to 
establish land districts and provide for the appointment of the necessary 
officers wherever they may deem the same necessary for the public conven- 
ience, and to further provide that in districts where land offices are estab- 
lished proceedings required by this Act to be had before provincial officers 
shall be had before the proper offcers of such land offices. 

Sxc. 538. That every person above the age of twenty-one years, who is a 
citizen of the United States, or of the Philippine Islands, or who has acquired 
the rights of a native of said Islands under and by virtue of the treaty of 
Paris, or any association of persons severally qualified as above, shall, upon 
application to the proper provincial treasurer, have the right to enter any 
quantity of vacant coal lands of said Islands not otherwise appropriated or 
reserved by competent authority, not exceeding sixty-four hectares to such 
individual person, or one hundred and twenty-eight hectares to such associa- 
tion, upon payment to the provincial treasurer or the collector of internal 
revenue, as the case may be, of not less than twenty-five dollars per hectare 
for such lands, where the same shall be situated more than fifteen miles 
from any completed railroad or available harbor or navigable stream, and 
not less than fity dollars per hectare for such lands as shall be within fifteen 
miles of such road, harbor, or stream: Provided, That such entries shall be 
taken in squares of sixteen or sixty-four hectares, in conformity with the 
rules and regulations governing the public-land surveys of the said islands 
in plotting legal subdivisions. 

Sec. 54. That any person or association of persons, severally qualified as 
above provided, who have opened and improved, or shall hereafter open and 
improve, any coal mine or mines upon the public lands, and shall be in actual 

ssession of the same, shall be entitled to a preference right of entry under 

he preceding section of the mines so opened and improved. 

Sec. 55. That all claims under the preceding section must be presented to 
the proper provincial secretary within sixty days after the date of actual 
possession and the commencement of improvements on the land by the filing 
of a declaratory statement therefor; and where the improvements shall have 
been made prior to the expiration of three months from the date of the pas- 

e of this act, sixty days from the expiration of such three months shall be 
allowed for the filing of a declaratory statement; and no sale under the pro- 
visions of this act shall be allowed until the expiration of six months from 
the date of the passage of this act. \ 

Sxc. 56. That the three preceding sections shall be held to authorize only 
one entry by the same person or association of persons; and no association of 
persons, any member of which shall have taken the benefit of such sections, 
either as an individual or as a member of any other association, shall enter 
or hold any other lands under the provisions thereof; and no member of any 
association which shall have taken the benefit of such section shall enter or 
hold any other lands under their provisions; and all persons claiming under 
section fifty-eight shall be required to prove their respective rights and pay 
for the lands filed upon within one year from the time prescribed for filing 
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their respective claims; and upon failure to file the proper notice or to pay | 
for the land within the required period, the same shall be subject to entry 
by any other qualified app icant. 

Suc. 57. That in case of conflicting claims upon coal lands where the im- 
provements shall be commenced after the date of the passage of this Act, 
priority of possession and improvement, followed by proper filing and con- 
tinued good faith, shall determine the preference right to purchase. And 
also where improvements have already been made prior to the passage of | 
this Act, division of the land claimed may be made by legal subdiviciona, 
which shall conform as nearly as practicable with the subdivisions of land 
provided for in this Act, to include as near as may be the valuable improve- 
ments of the respective parties. The government of the Philippine Islands 
is authorized to issue all needful rules and regulations for carrying into 
effect the provisions of this and preceding sectiors relating to mineral lands. 

See. 58. That whenever it shail be made to appear to the secretary of any 
a ince or the commander of any military department in the Philippine 

slands that any lands within the province are saline in character, it shall be 
the duty of said provincial secretary or commander under the regulations of 
the government cf the Philippine Islands to take testimony in reference to 
such lands, to ascertain their true character, and to report the same to the 
secretary of the interior for the Philippine Islands; and if, upon such testi- 
mony, the secretary of the interior shall find that such lands are saline and 
incapable of being purchased under any of the laws relative to the public 
domain, then and in such case said lands shall be offered for sale at the office 
of the provincial secretary or such other officer as by the said government 
may be described as mining recorder of the province or department in which 
the same shall be situated, as the case may be, under such regulations as may 
be prescribed by said government and sold to the highest bidder, for cash, 
ata price of not less than three dollars per hectare; and in case such lands 
fail to sell when so offered, then the same shall be subject to private sale at 
such office, for cash, at a price not less than three dollars per hectare, in the 
same manner as other lands in said islands are sold. All executive procla- 
mations relating to the sales of public saline lands shall be published in only 
two newspapers, one printed in the English language and one in the Spanish 
language, at Manila, which shall be designated by said secretary of the in- 
terior. 

Sne. 59. That no Act granting lands to provinces, districts, or municipali- 
ties to aid in the construction of roads, or for other public purposes, shall be 
so construed as to embrace mineral lands, which, in all cases, are reserved 
ape unless otherwise specially provided in the Act or Acts making 
the grant. 

Sec. 60. That nothing in this Act shall be construed to affect the rights of 
any person, partnership, or corporation having a valid, perfected mining 
concession granted prior to April eleventh, eighteen hundred and ninety- 
nine, but.all such concessions shall be conducted under the provisions of the 
law in force at the time they were granted, subject at all times to cancella- 
tion by reason of illegality in the procedure by which they were obtained, 
or for failure to comply with the conditions prescribed as requisite to their 
retention in the laws under which they were granted: Provided, That the 
owner or owners of every such concession shall cause the corners made by 
its boundaries to be distinctly marked with permanent monuments within 
six months after this Act has been promulgated in the Philippine Islands, 
and that any concessions the boundaries of which are not so marked within 
this period shall be free and open to explorations and purchase under the 
provisions of this Act. 

Sec. 61. That mining rights on public lands in the Philippine Islands shall, 
after the passage of this Act, be acquired only in accordance with its pro- 
visions 

Suc. 62. That all proceedings for the cancellation of perfected Spanish con- 
cessions shall be conducted in the courts of the Philippine Islands having ju- 
risdiction of the subject-matter and of the parties. unless the United States 
Philippine Commission, or its successors, shall create special tribunals for the 
determination of such controversies. 


AUTHORITY FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS GOVERNMENT TO PURCHASE 
,ANDS OF RELIGIOUS ORDERS AND OTHERS AND ISSUE BONDS FOR PUR- 
CHASE PRICE. 


Sxc. 68. That the government of the Philippine Islands is hereby author- 
ized, subject to the limitations and conditions prescribed in this Act, to ac- 
quire, receive, hold, maintain, and convey title to realand personal property, | 
and may acquire real estate for public uses by the exercise of the right of 
eminent domain. 

Sec. 64. That the powers hereinbefore conferred in section sixty six may 
also be exercised in respect of any lands, easements, appurtenances, and he- 
reditaments which, on the thirteenth of August, eighteen hundred and ninety- 
eight, were owned or held by associations, corporations, communities, reli- 
gious orders, or private individuals in such large tracts or parcelsand in such 
manner as in the opinion of the Commission injuriously to affect the peace 
and welfare of the people of the Philippine Islands. And for the purpose of 
providing funds to acquire the lands mentioned in this section said govern- 
ment of the Philippine Islands is hereby empowered to incur indebtedness, 
to borrow money, and to issue, and to sell at not less than par value, in gold 
coin of the United States of the present standard value or the equivalent in 
value in money of said Islands, upon such terms and conditions as it may 
deem best, registered or coupon bonds of said government for such amount 
as may be necessary, said bonds to be in denominations of fifty dollars or any 
muliipie tl if, bearing interest at a rate not exceeding fourand a half per 





Lnere 
centum per annum, payable quarterly, and to be payable at the pleasure of 
said government after dates named in said bonds not less than five nor more | 
than thirty years from the date of their issue, together with interest thereon, 
in gold coin of the United States of the present standard value or the equiva- 
lent in value in money of said Islands; and said bonds shall be exempt from 
the payment of all taxes or duties of said government or any local authority 
therein, or of the Government of the United States, as well as from taxation 
in any form by or under State, municipal, or local authority in the United 
States or the Philippine Islands. The moneys which may be realized or re- 
ceived from the issue and sale of said bonds shall be applied by the govern- 
ment of the Philippine Islands to the acquistion of the property authorized 
by this section, and to no other purposes 

Sec. 65. That all lands acquired by virtue of the preceding section shall 
constitute a part and portion of the public property of the government of 
the Philippine Islands, and may be held, sold, and conveyed or leased tem- 
porarily for a period not exceeding three years after their acquisition by said 
government on such terms and conditions as itmay prescribe, subject to the 
limitationsand conditions provided for in this Act: Provided, Thatall deferred 
payments and the interest thereon shall be payable in the money prescribed 
for the payment of principal and interest of the bonds authorized to be issued 
in payment of said lands by the preceding section and said deferred pay- 
ments shall bear interest at the rate borne by the bonds. All moneys real- 
ized or received from sales or other disposition of said lands or by reason 
thereof shall constitute a trust fund for the payment of principal and inter- 
est of said bonds, and also constitute a sinking fund for the payment of said 
bonds at their maturity. Actual settlers and occupants at the time said 
lands are acquired by the government shall have the preference over all | 


int 
int 
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others to lease, purchase, or acquire their holdings within such reasonable 
time as may be determined by said government. 


MUNICIPAL BONDS FOR PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS, 


Sec. 66. That for the purpose of providing funds to construct sewers, to 
furnish adequate sewer and drainage facilities, to secure a sufficient supply 
of water, and to provide all kinds of municipal betterments and improve- 
ments in municipalities, the government of the Philippine Islands, under 
such limitations, terms, and conditions as it may prescribe, with the consent 
and approval of the President and the Congress of the United States, may 
permit any municipality of said islands to incur indebtedness, borrow money 
and to issue and sell (at not less than par value in gold coin of the Unitex 
States) registered or coupon bonds in such amount and payable at such time 
as may be determined ~ the government of said Islands, with interest 
thereon not to exceed five per centum per annum: Provided, That the entire 
indebtedness of any municipality under this section shall not exceed five per 
centum of the assessed valuation of the property in said municipality, and 
any obligation in excess of such limit shall be null and void. 

Sec. 67. That all municipal bonds shall be in denominations of fifty dol- 
lars, or any multiple thereof, bearing interest at a rate not exceeding five 
per centum per annum, payable quarterly, such bonds to be a at the 
pleasure of the government of the Philippine Islands, after dates named in 
said bonds not less than five nor more than thirty years from the date of 
their issue, together with the interest thereon, in gold coin of the United 
States of the present standard value, or its equivalent in value in money of 
the said Islands; and said bonds shall be exempt from the payment of all 
taxes or duties of the government of the Philippine Islands or any local au- 


| thority therein or of the Government of the United States. 


Sc. 68. That all moneys which may be realized or received from the issue 
and sale of said bonds shall be utilized under authorization of the govern- 
ment of the Philippine Islands in providing the municipal improvements and 
betterment which induced the issue and sale of said bonds, and for no other 
purpose. 

Sec. 69. That the government of the Philippine Islands shall, by the levy 
and collection of taxes on the municipality, its inhabitants and their prop- 
erty, or by other means, make adequate provision to meet the obligation of 
the bonds of such municipality, and shall create a sinking fund sufficient to 


| retire them and pay the interest thereon in accordance with the terms of is- 


sue: Provided, That if said bonds or any portion thereof shall be paid out of 
the funds of the government of said islands, such municipality shall reim- 


| burse said government forthe sum thus paid, and said government is hereby 


empowered to collect said sum by the levy and collection of taxes on such 
municipality. 

Src. 70. That for the purpose of providing funds to construct sewers in 
the city of Manila and to furnish it with an adequate sewer and drainage 


| system and supply of water the government of the Philippine Islands, with 
| the approval of the President of the United States first had, is hereby au- 
thorized to permit the city of Manila to incur indebtedness, to borrow money 


and to issue and sell (at not less than par value in gold coin of the Unitec 
States), upon such terms and conditions as it may deem best, registered or 


| coupon bonds of the city of Manila to an amount not exceeding four mil- 


lion dollars lawful money of the United States, payable at such time or 
times as may be determined by said government, with interest thereon not 
to exceed five per centum per annum. 

Sec. 71. That said coupon or registered bonds shall be in denominations of 
fifty dollars or any multiple thereof, bearing interest at a rate not exceeding 
five per centum per annum, payable quarterly, such bonds to be payable at 
the pleasure of the government of the Philippine Islands, after dates named 
in said bonds not less than five nor more than thirty years from the date of 
their issue, together with the interest thereon in gold coin of the United 
States of the present standard value, or the equivalent in value in money of 
the said Islands; and said bonds shall be exempt from the payment of all 


| taxes or duties of the government of the said Islands, or of any local author- 


ity therein or of the Government of the United States. 

Sec. 72. That all moneys which may be realized or received from the issue 
and sale of said bonds shall be utilized under authorization of said govern- 
ment of the Philippine Islands in providing a suitable sewer and drainage sys- 
tem and adequate supply of water for the city of Manila and for no other 
purpose. 

Sxec. 73. That the government of the Philippine Islands shall, by the levy 
and collection of taxes on the city of Mafiila, its inhabitants and their prop- 
erty, or by other means, make adequate provision to meet the obligation of 
said bonds and shall create a sinking fund sufficient to retire them and pay 
the interest thereon in accordance with the terms of issue: Provided, That 
if said bonds or any portion thereof shall be paid out of the fundsof the gov- 
ernment of said islands, said city shall reimburse said government for the 
sum thus paid, and said government is hereby empowered to collect said 
sum by the levy and collection of taxes on said city. 

FRANCHISES. 

Sec. 74. That the government of the Philippine Islands may grant fran- 
chises, privileges, and concessions, including the authority to exercise the 
right of eminent domain for the construction and operation of works of pub- 
lic utility and service, and may authorize said works to be constructed and 
maintained over and across the public property of the United States, includ- 
ing streets, highways, squares, and reservations, and over similar property 
of the government of said Islands, and may adopt rules and regulations under 
which the provincial and ae governments of the islands may grant the 
right to use and occupy such public property belonging to said provinces or 
municipalities: Provided, That no private property shall be taken for any 


| purpose under this section without just compensation paid or tendered there- 


for, and that such authority to take and occupy land shall not authorize the 
taking, use, or occupation of any land except such asis required for the actual 
necessary purposes for which the franchise is granted, and that no franchise, 
privilege, or concession shall be granted to any corporation except under the 
conditions that it shall be subject to amendment, alteration, or repeal by the 
Congress of the United States, and that lands or rights of use and occupation 
of lands thus granted shall revert to the governments by which they were 
respectively granted upon the termination of the franchises and conces- 
sions under which they were granted or upon their revocation or rep val, 
That all franchises, privileges, or concessions granted under this Act shall 
forbid the issue of stock or bonds except in exchange for actual cash, or for 
property at a fair valuation, equal to the par value of the stock or bonds so 
issued; shall forbid the declaring of stock or bond dividends, and, in the case 
of public-service corporations, shall provide for the effective regulation of 
the charges thereof, for the official inspection and regulation of the books 
and accounts of such corporations, and for the payment of a reasonable per- 
centage of gross earnings into the treasury of the Philippine Islands or of the 
province or municipality within which such franchises are granted and ex- 
ercised: Provided further, Thatit shall be unlawful for any corporation organ- 
ized under this Act, or for any person, company, or corporation receiving any 
grant, franchise, or concession from the government of said islands, to use, 
employ, or contract for the labor of persons claimed or alleged to be held in 
involuntary servitude; and any person, company, or corporation so violating 
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the provisions of this Act shall forfeit all charters, sae, franchises, and 
concessions for doing businéSs in said islands, and in addition shall be deemed 
guilty of an offense, and shall be punished by a fine of not less than ten thou- 
sand dollars. 

Src. 75. That nocorporation shall be authorized to conduct the business of 
buying and selling real estate or be permitted to hold or own real estate ex- 
cept such as may be reasonably necessary to enable it to carry out the pur- 
poses for which it is created, and every corporation authorized to engage in 
agriculture shall by its charter be restricted to the ownership and control of 


not to exceed one thousand and twenty-four hectares of land; and it shall be | 


unlawful for any member of a corporation engaged in agriculture or mining, 
and for any corporation organized for any purpose except irrigation, to be 
in any wise interested in any other corporation engaged in agriculture or in 
mining. 

Corporations, however, may loan funds upon real-estate security and pur 
chase real estate when necessary for the collection of loans, but they shal] 
dispose of real estate so obtained within five years after receiving the title. 
Corporations not organized in the Philippine Islands, and doing business 
therein, shall be bound by the provisions of this section so far as they are 
applicable. 

COINAGE. 


Sxc. 76. That the government of the Philippine Islands is hereby author- 
ized to establish a mint at the city of Manila, in said islands, for coinage pur- 
poses, and the coins hereinafter authorized may be coined at said mint. And 
the said government is hereby authorized to enact laws necessary for such 
establishment: Provided, That the laws of the United States relating to 
mints and coinage, so far as applicable, are hereby extended to the coinage 
of said islands. 

Skc. 77. That the government of the Philippine Islands is authorized to 
coin, for use in said islands, a coin of the denomination of fifty centavos and 
of the weight of one hundred and ninety-two and nine-tenths grains, a coin 
of the denomination of twenty centavos and of the weight of seventy-seven 
and sixteen one-hundredths grains, and a coin of the denomination of ten 
centavos and of the weight of thirty-eight and fifty-eight one-hundredths 
grains, and the standard of said silver coins shall be such that of one thou- 
sand parts by weight nine hundred shall be of pure metal and one hundred 
of alloy, and the alloy shali be of copper. 

Sec. 78. That the subsidiary silver coins authorized by the preceding sec- 





tion shall be coined under the authority of the government of the Philippine | 
Islands in such amounts as it may determine, with the approval of the Sec- | 


retary of War of the United States, from silver bullion purchased by said 
government, with the approval of the Secretary of War of the United States: 
Provided, That said government may in addition and in its discretion recoin 
the Spanish Filipino dollars and subsidiary silver coins issued under the au- 
thority of the Spanish Government for use in said islands into the subsidiary 
coins provided for in the preceding section at such rate and under such regu- 
lations as it may prescribe, and the subsidiary silver coins authorized by 
this section shall be legal tender in said islands to the amount of ten dollars. 

Sec. 79. That the government of the Philippine Islands is also authorized 
to issue minor coins of the denominations of one-half centavo, one centavo, 
and five centavos, and such minor coins shall be legal tender in said islands 
for amounts not exceeding one dollar. The alloy of the five-centavo piece 
shall be of copper and nickel, to be composed of three-fourths copper and 
one-fourth nickel. The alloy of the one-centavo and one-half-centavo pieces 
shall be ninety-five per centum of copper and five per centum of tin and zinc, 
in such proportions as shall be determined by said government. The weight 
of the five-centavo piece shall be seventy-seven and sixteen-hundredths grains 
troy, and of the one-centavo piece eighty grains troy, and of the one-half 
centavo piece forty grains troy. 

Sec. 80. That for the purchase of metal for the subsidiary and minor coinage, 
authorized by the preceding sections, an appropriation may be made by the 
government of the Philippine Islands from its current funds, which shall be 
reimbursed from the coinage under said sections; and the gain or seigniorage 
arising therefrom shall be paid into the treasury of said Islands. 

Sec. 81. That the subsidiary and minor coinage hereinbefore authorized 
may be coined at the mint of the government of the Philippine Islands at 
Manila, or arrangements may be made by the said government with the 
Secretary of the Treasury of the United States for their coinage at any of 
the mints of the United States, at a charge covering the reasonable cost of 
the work. 

Src. 8. That the subsidiary and minor coinage hereinbefore authorized 
shall bear devices and inscriptions to be prescribed by the government of the 
Fuilippine Islands, and such devices and inscriptions shall express the sov- 
ereignty of the United States, that it is a coin of the Philippine Islands, the 
denomination of the coin, and the year of the coinage. 

Sec. 88. That the government of the Philippine Islands shall have the 
power to make all necessary appropriations and all proper regulations for 
the redemption and reissue of worn or defective coins and for carrying out 
all other provisions of this Act relating to coinage. 

Src. 84. That the laws relating to entry, clearance,and manifests of steam- 
ships and other vessels arriving from or going to foreign ports shall apply to 


voyages each way between the Philippine Islands and the United States and | 
the possessions thereof, and all laws relating to the collection and protection | 


of customs duties not inconsistent with the Act of Congress of March eighth, 
nineteen hundred and two, “temporarily to provide revenue for the Philip- 
ne Islands,” shall apply in the case of vessels and goods arriving from said 
slands in the United States and its aforesaid possessions. 

The laws relating to seamen on foreign voyages shall apply to seamen on 
vessels going from the United States and its possessions aforesaid to said 


Islands the customs officers there being for this purpose substituted for con- | 


sular officers in foreign ports. 

‘he provisions of chapters six and seven, title forty-eight, Revised Statutes, 
80 far as now in force, and any amendments thereof, shall apply to vessels 
making voyages either way between ports of the United States or its afore- 
said possessions and ports in said Islands; and the provisions of law relating 
to the public health and quarantine shall apply in the case of all vessels en- 
tering a port of the United States or its aforesaid possessions from said 
Islands, where the customs officers at the port of departure shall perform the 
duties required by such law of consular officers in foreign ports. 

Section three thousand and five, Revised Statutes, as amended, and other 
existing laws concerning the transit of merchandise through the United 


destined for any of its insular and continental possessions, or destined from 
any of them to foreign countries. 

Nothing in this Act shall be held to repeal or alter any part of the Act of 
March eighth, nineteen hundred and two, aforesaid, or to apply to Guam, 
Tutuila, or Manua; except that section eight of an Act entitled “An Act to 
revise and amend the tariff laws of the Philippine Archipelago,” enacted by 
the Philippine Commission on the eoventecnth of September, nineteen hun- 
dred and one, and approved by an Act entitled “An x 
a revenues for the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” approved 
] farch eighth, nineteen hundred and two, is hereby amended soas toauthorize 
the Civil Governor thereof in his discretion to establish the equivalent rates 





of the money in circulation in said Islands with the money of the United 
States as often as once in ten days. 

Sec. &. That the treasury of the Philippine Islands and such banking as- 
sociations in said islands with a paid-up capital of not less than two million 
dollars and chartered by the United States or any State thereof. as may be 
designated by the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Treasury of 
the United States, shall be depositories of public money of the United States, 
subject to the provisions of existing law governing such depositories in the 
United States: Provided, That the treasury of the government of said islands 
shall not be required to deposit bonds in the Treasury of the United States, 


| or to give other a securities for the safe-keeping of public money ex- 


cept as prescribed, in his discretion, by the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 86. That all laws passed by the government of the Philippine Islands 
shall be reported to Congress, which hereby reserves the power and authority 
to annul the same, and the Philippine Commission is hereby directed to make 
annual report of all its receipts and expenditures to the Secretary of War. 

BUREAU OF INSULAR AFFAIRS. 

Src. 87. That the Division of Insular Affairs of the War Department, 
organized by the Secretary of War, is hereby continued until otherwise pro- 
vided, and shall hereafter be known as the Bureau of Insular Affairs of the 
War Department. The business assigned to said Bureau shall embrace all 
matters pertaining to civil government in the island possessions of the 
United States subject to the jurisdiction of the War Department; and the 
Secretary of War is hereby authorized to detail an officer of the Army whom 
he may consider especially well qualified, to act under the authority of the 
Secretary of War as the chief of said Bureau; and said officer while acting 
under said detail shall have the rank, pay, and allowances of a colonel 

Sec. 88. That all Acts and parts of Acts inconsistent with this Act are 


hereby repealed. 
HENRY CABOT LODGE, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


HENRY ALLEN COOPER, 
SERENO E. PAYNE, 
E. D. CRUMPACKER, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 
The motion was agreed to. 


SILAS STOTTS. 


Mr.GALLINGER. On behalf of a member of the other House 
who is willing to take his chances in regard to a pension bill, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
7195) granting an increase of pension to Silas Stotts. 

Tere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Wh. le, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Silas Stotts, late of Company H, 
Sixty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him 


| a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 





States, shall apply to merchandise arriving at any port of the United States | 


ct temporarily to pro- | 


such pension to be paid to his duly constituted guardian. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SETTLERS ON WAGON-ROAD LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. BURTON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11573) for the relief 
of settlers on lands granted in aid of the construction of wagon 
roads, to report it without amendment, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. KEAN. Is there a report? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Thereisareport. I can explain the bill in 
a moment without reading the report, if the Senator will allow me. 

Under existing law settlers on public lands who have settled 
within the limits of railroad grants are authorized to make an 
exchange, the railroad releasing to them and taking lands in other 
places. The bill is simply to extend that legislation to settlers 
within wagon-road grants, and there is no State in the Union 
which has any wagon-road grants but Oregon. It is therefore a 
local bill and a very just measure. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANNE M. LUMAN, 


Mr. McCOMAS. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 13617) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Anne M. Luman. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Anne M. Luman, widow of Theo- 


| dore Luman, late first lieutenant and adjutant, Second Regiment 


Potomac Home Brigade Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay her a pension of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LIZZIE DUNLAP. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H.R. 
14087) granting a pension to Lizzie Dunlap. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 


eer 
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the pension roll the name of Lizzie Dunlap, helpless and depend- 
ent daughter of James W. Dunlap, late of Company B, Two 
hundred and fourteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 10 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 
5 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
July 1, 1902, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 30, 1902, 
ASSISTANT PAYMASTERS OF THE NAVY, 

Donald W. Nesbit, a citizen of Missouri. 

Arthur M. Pippin, a citizen of New York. 

John 8. Higgins, a citizen of Massachusetts. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

- Edward A. Slack, of Wyoming, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Cheyenne, Wyo., his term havingexpired. (Reappointment. ) 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

A. H. Biair, of Wakeeney, Kans., 
office at Wakeeney, Kans., vice Isaac T. Purcell, term expired. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Charles F. Leach, of Ohio, to be collector of customs for the 

district of Cuyahoga, in the State of Ohio. (Reappointment.) 
POSTMASTERS, 

William T. Bedford, to be postmaster at Lasalle, in the county 
of Lasalle and State of Illinois, in place of Charles A. Coulter. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

Susan C. Carpenter, to be postmaster at Fort Dodge, in the 





to be register of the land | 





county of Webster and State of Iowa, in place of Susan C. Car- | 
| of Washington and State of Vermont. 


Incumbent’s commission expired June 23, 1902. 
er, in the county of 
m E. Beeson. In- 


penter. 

S. C. Lobaugh, to be postmaster at Harpe 
Harper and State of Kansas, in place of Wi 
cumbent’s commission expires July 1, 1902. 

Wilbur F. Pierce, to be postmaster at Forest, in the county of 
Hardin and State of Ohio, in place of Wilbur F. Pierce. 
bent’s commission expired June 22, 1902. 

Lemuel G. Dafoe, to be postmaster at Alpena, in the county of 
Alpena and State of Michigan, in place of Lemuel G. Dafoe. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1902. 

John J. Benz, to be postmaster at Parsons, in the county of 
Labette and State of Kansas,in place of Harry H. Lusk. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired June 7, 1901. 

Henry D. Northway, to be postmaster at Midland, in the county 
of Midland and State of Michigan, in place of Henry D. Northway. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 6, 1902. 

J. J. Bryan, to be postmaster at Black Rock, in the county of 
Lawrence and State of Arkansas, in place of Charles M. Lehman, 
resigned. 

Levin J. Moore, to be postmaster at Bridgeville, in the county 
of Sussex and State of Delaware. Office becomes Presidential 
July 1, 1902. 

Edward T. Cole. to be postmaster at Garrison, in the county 
of Putnam and State of New York. Office becomes Presidential 
July 1, 1902. 

Branson R. Beeson, to be postmaster at Kernersville, in the 
county of Forsyth and State of North Carolina. Office becomes 
Pri sidential July 1, 1902. 

Charles P. Kimball, to be postmaster 
county of Kitsap and State of W ashington. 
dental July 1, 1902. 

Lewis E. Hardy, to be postmaster at Kent, in the county of 
King and State of Washington. Office becomes Presidential July 
1, 1902. 


at Bremerton, in the 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 30, 1902, 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF IDAHO. 
Ernest G. Eagleson, of Boise, Idaho, to be surveyor-general of | 


Idaho. 
COLL ROwOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Office becomes Presi- | 
| Noxubee and State of Mississippi. 


Incum- | 


Edward A. Slack, of Wyoming, to be receiver of public mon- 
eys at Cheyenne, Wyo. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Matthew R. Wilson, of Livingston, Mont., to be register of the 
land office at Bozeman, Mont. 

William E. Chaplin, of Wyoming, to be register of the land 
office at Cheyenne, Wyo. 

A. H. Blair, of Kansas, to be register of the land office at Wa- 
keeney, Kans. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 
To be assistant paymasters with the rank of ensign, 

Donald W. Nesbit, of Missouri. 

Arthur M. Pippin, of New York. 

John S. Higgins, of Massachusetts. 

POSTMASTERS. 

L. H. Boyd, to be postmaster at Russell, in the county of Rus- 
sell and State of Kansas. 

Frank 8. Myers, to be postmaster at Redfield, in the county of 
Spink and State of South Dakota. 

John W. Matlick, to be postmaster at Keyser, in the county of 
Mineral and State of West Virginia. 

Franklin B. Blue, to be postmaster at Grafton, in the county 
of Taylor and State of West Virginia. 

James H. Neil, jr., to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the 
county of Bedford and State of Tennessee. 

Fred W. Willard, to be postmaster at Leavenworth, 
county of Leavenworth and State of Kansas. 

R. M. Hamer, to be postmaster at Emporia, in the county of 
Lyon and State of Kansas. 

‘William Budge, to be postmaster at Grand Forks, in the county 
of Grand Forks and State of North Dakota. 

T. W. Cole, to be postmaster at Nelson, in the county of Nuck- 
olls and State of Nebraska. 

Edward H. Blanton, to be postmaster at Paris, in the county of 
Henry and State of Tennessee. 

Carrie Newton, to be postmaster at Benwood, in the county of 
Marshall and State of West Virginia. 

Carlos C. Bancroft, to be postmaster at Montpelier, in the county 


in the 


David Larin, to be postmaster at Mayville, in the county of 
Traill ‘and State of North Dakota. 

James M. King, to be postmaster at White Bear Lake, in the 
county of Ramsey and State of Minnesota. 

George B. Craft, to be postmaster at Bellefourche, in the county 


| of Butte and State of South Dakota. 


Anna L. Poole, to be postmaster at Carthage, in the county of 
Panola and State of Texas. 
Jesse W. Lawton, to be postmaster at Arapaho, in the county 


| of Custer and Territory of Oklahoma. 


Chalmer R. Higdon, to be postmaster at Billings, in the county 


| of Noble and Territory of Oklahoma. 


Alfred A. True, to be postmaster at Highland, in the county of 
San Bernardino and State of California. 

George A. Lemmon, to be postmaster at Thomaston, in the 
county of Litchfield and State of Connecticut. 

Charles K. Bailey, to be postmaster at Bethel, in the county of 
Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 

Leonard A. Millspaugh, to be postmaster at Winfield, in the 
county of Cowley and State of Kansas. : 

Edward G. Armstrong, to be postmaster at Bartlett, in the 
county of Williamson and State of Texas. 

William W. Ward, to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county 
of Columbia and State of Washington. 

Burtis W. Johnson, to be postmaster at Corvallis, in the county 
of Benton and State of Oregon. 

Lot Livermore, to be postmaster at Pendleton, in the county of 
Umatilla and State of Oregon. 

Joshua Stevens, to be postmaster at Macon, in the county of 


John G. Gorth, to be postmaster at Oconomowoc, in the county 
of Waukesha and State of Wisconsin. 

Joseph H. Turner, to be postmaster at South Bend, in the 
county of Pacific and State of Washington. 

Frank E. Fritcher, to be postmaster at Nashua, in the county 
of Chickasaw and State of lowa. 

Charles A. Parker, to be postmaster at West Rutland, in the 
county of Rutland and State of Vermont. 

Henry Dryhurst, to be postmaster at Meriden, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut. 

WwW ilburn M. Mc Coy, to be ne at Guthrie, in the county 


aisizict t ‘of Cuy shee Ohio. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
George O. Freeman, of Helena, Mont., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Melena, Mont. 





Ira L. Kirk, to be count at Bozeman, in the county of 
Gallatin and State of Montana. 

Leroy H. Camp, to be postmaster at Laporte City, in the county 
of Black Hawk and State of Iowa. 
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J. Knox Corbett, to be postmaster at Tucson, in the county of | 
Pima and Territory of Arizona. 

Edward Hirsch, to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Marion and State of Oregon. 

Robert T. Bartley, to be postmaster at Ladonia, in the county 
of Fannin and State of Texas. | 

Gordon R. Badgerow, to be postmaster at Sioux City, in the | 
county of Woodbury and State of Iowa. 

John Q. Saint, to be postmaster at Marshalltown, in the county | 
of Marshall and State of Iowa. 
Thomas J. Coalter, to be postmaster at Flagstaff, in the county 
of Coconino and Territory of Arizona. 
Jonathan McGrath, to be postmaster at Woodward, in the 
county of Woodward and Territory of Oklahoma. 

Homer N. Boyle, to be postmaster at McGregor, in the county 
of Clayton and State of Iowa. 

Winthrop A. Hayes, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the 
county of Oakland and State of Michigan. 

Marion A. Humphreys, to be postmaster at Salisbury, in the | 
county of Wicomico and State of Maryland. 

John L. Clark, to be postmaster at Kenton, in the county of 
Hardin and State of Ohio. 

Moses C. McMurry, to be postmaster at Saybrook, in the county | 
of McLean and State of Dlinois, 

Sylvanus S. Thompson, to be postmaster at Marseilles, in the | 
county of Lasalle and State of Illinois. 

Mark L. Harper, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county of 
Woodford and State of Illinois. 

Elbridge Nash, to be postmaster at South Weymouth, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

Byron Truell, to be postmaster at Lawrence, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

John A, Thayer, to be postmaster at Attleboro, in the county | 
of Bristol and State of Massachusetts. 

Catharine A. Endsley, to be postmaster at Somerset, in the 
county of Somerset and State of Pennsylvania. 

William M. Powell, to be postmaster at Hazleton, in the county | 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 
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Thomas H. Davis, to be postmaster at Ogden, in the county of 
Weber and State of Utah. 
Harry G. Smith, to be postmaster at West Chester, in the county 


| of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 


Samuel Keat, to be postmaster at Pen Argyl, in the county of 
Northampton and State of Pennsylvania. 
Richard M. Hunt, to be postmaster at Houtzdale, in the county 


| of Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania. 


Harry D. Patch, to be postmaster at Wilmerding, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

John Scher, jr., to be postmaster at Dushore, in the county of 
Sullivan and State of Pennsylvania. 

Edgar J. Graff, to be postmaster at Blairsville, in the county 
of Indiana and State of Pennsylvania. 

Simon Frankle, to be postmaster at Chicora, in the county of 


| Butler and State of Pennsylvania. 


William W. Henderson, to be postmaster at Brookville, in tho 
county of Jefferson and State of Pennsylvania. 

James D. Ames, to be postmaster at Hawley, in the county of 
Wayne and State of Pennsylvania. 

George W. Wright, to be postmaster at Elizabeth, in the 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

Samuel J. Matthews, to be postmaster at Olyphant, in the 
county of Lackawanna and State of Pennsylvania. 

Alfred Turtle, to be postmaster at Crafton, in the county of 


| Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 


John J. Benz, to be postmaster at Parsons in the State of 
Kansas. 
Samuel M. Johnson, to be postmaster at Carson, in the county 


| of Pottawattamie and State of Iowa. 


Henry J. Jones, to be postmaster at Elko, in the county of Elko 


| and State of Nevada. 


James M. Vernon, to be postmaster at Everett, in the county 


| of Snohomish and State of Washington. 





IMPORT DUTIES IN ZANZIBAR. 
The injunction of secrecy was removed by the Senate from the 


Louis C. Hyde, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county of | following treaty June 30, 1902: 


Hampden and State of Massachusetts. 


A treaty with Great Britain concerning the establishment of 


William W. Seott, to be postmaster at Canal Dover, in the | import duties in Zanzibar, signed at Washington May 31, 1902. 


county of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio. 

Wilbert C. Davis, to be postmaster at Wapakoneta, in the 
county of Auglaize and State of Ohio. 

Robert V. Jones, to be postmaster at Sidney, in the county of 
Shelby and State of Ohio. 

Charles T. La Cost, to be postmaster at Bryan, in the county 
of Williams and State of Ohio. , 

William H. Frater, to be postmaster at Upper Sandusky, in the 
county of Wyandot and State of Ohio. 

Robert F. Dent, to be postmaster at New Comerstown, ix the 
county of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio. 

John Vogt, to be postmaster at Deshler, in the county of Henry 
and State of Ohio. 

Charles J. Thompson, to be postmaster at Defiance, in the 
county of Defiance and State of Ohio. 

Edmund L. Vale, to be postmaster at Columbus Grove, in the 
county of Putnam and State of Ohio. 


James B. Fisher, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of | 


Marion and State of Ohio. 

Henry 8. Enck, to be postmaster at Leipsic, in the county of 
Putnam and State of Ohio. 

Alonzo L. Jones, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county 
of Darke and State of Ohio. 

James H. Fiuhart, to be postmaster at Continental, in the 
county of Putnam and State of of Ohio. 

Reuel W. Norton, to be postmaster at Kennebunk Port, in the 
county of York and State of Maine. 

Eliza B. Lockwood, to be postmaster at Bedford, in the county 
of Cuyahoga and State of Ohio. 

Charles H. Whitaker, to be postmaster at North Conway, in the 
county of Carroll and State of New Hampshire. 

Oliver H. P. Green, to be postmaster at Orion, in the county of 
Oakland and State of Michigan. 

Harry W. Hawkins, to be postmaster at Sycamore, in the county 
of Wyandot and State of Ohio. 

Nellie M. Thiriot, to be postmaster at Park City, in the county 
of Summit and State of Utah. 

Horace H. Dubendorff, to be postmaster at Alamosa, in the 
county of Conejos and State of Colorado. 

Kenneth E. Struble, to be postmaster at Shepherd, in the county 
of Isabella and State of Michigan. 

Jesse H. Roberts, to be postmaster at Downingtown, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

James M. Worrall, to be postmaster at Kennett Square, in the 
County of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
MonpDaAy, June 30, 1902. 
The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 


| lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 





H. R. 10824, An act granting an increase of pension to George 
E. Bump; 

H. R. 8644. An act granting a pension to John W. Thomas; 

H. R. 6501. An act to provide for the sale of the unsold portion 
of the Umatilla Indian Reservation; 

H. R. 10775. An act for the relief of Charles E. Sapp; 

H. R. 12026. An act granting an increase of pension to Baley 
W. Small; 

H. R. 11273. An act to pay F. Y. Ramsay, heir at law and dis- 


| tributee of the late Joseph Ramsay, $430.42 for balance due the 
| said Joseph Ramsay as collector of customs and superintendent 


of lights in the district of Plymouth, N. C.; 

H. R. 2487. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
S. Hosack; and 

H. R. 15003. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
by the New York, Chicago and St. Louis Railroad Company and 
the Chicago and Erie Railroad Company across the Calumet River 
at or near the city of Hammond, Ind., at a point about 1,200 feet 
east of the Indiana and Dlinois State line and about 100 feet east 
of the location of the present bridge of the New York, Chicago 
and St. Louis Railroad Company across said river; also to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge by the Chicago and State Line 


| Railroad Company across said river at a point where said com- 


pany’s railroad crosses said river in Hyde Park Township, Chi- 
cago, Ill., being at the location of the present bridge of said com- 
pany across said river in said township. 
EMPLOYMENT, DUTIES, AND COMPENSATION OF EMPLOYEES OF THE 
HOUSE. 

Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report 
from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read by its title. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Statements of the Clerk, Doorkeeper, Sergeant-at-Arms, and Postmaster 
of the House, and the Superintendent of the Capitol Buildings and Grounds, 
submitted to the Committee on Accounts, pursuant to the provisions of the 
act making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and for 
other purposes, approved March 3, 1901, and letters of the Committee on Ac- 
counts to’said officers relative to the employment, duties, and compensation 
of employees of the House. 

The SPEAKER, TheChair understands this report is required 
by the law. 

Mr. JOY. ILIask that it be printed asa House document. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I have simply to say that this 
report is made in compliance with the resolution of the House 
passed last session of Congress, and in view of the fact of the com- 
mittee being unable to get a quorum lately, and in view of the 
further fact of the continued illness of our chairman, we have not 
‘been able tomake any fuller report. We hope, however, to make 
it complete and full at the next session of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. This will be printed as a House document. 

CONFERENCE REPORTS AND STATEMENTS. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
rule lately adopted requiring that a conference report and state- 
ment be printed in the Recorp the day before it is acted upon be 
suspended during the remainder of the session. 

The SPEAKER. 
mous consent that what is known as the Hepburn rule, requiring 
the printing of conference reports and statements in the RECORD 
before being acted upon, be suspended during the remainder of 
the session. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Reserving the right to ob- 
ject, | make a parliamentary inquiry. As I understand, that rule 
would not be operative in the last six days of the session. 

Mr. PAYNE. The rule so provides. 

The SPEAKER. 
The rule, as the Chair recollects, is suspended during the last six 
days of the session. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
for adjournment, it would not apply. 

The SPEAKER. Neither the Chair nor the House can tell until 
the resolution of adjournment is passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I shall object to this request. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee objects. 

PRIVATE CORPORATIONS IN ALASKA. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the unfinished business. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The bill (S. 6139) to provide for the organization of private corporations in 
the district of Alaska. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk an amend- 
ment which I offer to the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
say that I reserved a point of order if the bill requires considera- 
tion in the Committee of the Whole. 
no objection to the amendment being read. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Amend 8S. 6139 as follows: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

* That section 54 of chapter 5 of title 2 of an act entitled “An act making 
further provision for a civil government for Alaska, and for other purposes,” 
approved June 6, 1900, be, and is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

** Sec. 54. All the forms of pleading heretofore existing in actions at law 
and suits in equity are abolished, and hereafter the forms of pleading in 
causes in law and equity in courts of record and the rules by which the suffi- 
ciency of such pleadings is to be determined shall be those prescribed by this 
; : _ c.2. That section 469 of chapter 45 of title 2 be amended so as to read 
5 fo le ws: 

. ‘Sec. 469. In an action for the dissolution of the marriage contract the 


Then if the day was fixed 


The gentleman from New York asks unani- | 


plaintiff therein must be an inhabitant of the district at the commencement | 


of the action and for one year prior thereto, which residence shall be suflfi- 
cient to give the court jurisdiction without regard to the place where the 
marriage was solemnized or the cause of action arose.’ 

‘Sec. 3. That section 201 of chapter 21 of title 2 be amended so as to read 
as follows: 

*** Spc. 201. The council shall have the following powers: 

“ «First. To provide suitable rules governing their own body and to elect 
one of their members president, who shall be ex officio mayor. 

**Second. To appoint, and at their pleasure remove, a clerk, treasurer, 
assessor, asnlctnsd 
necessary. 

** Third. To make rules for all municipal elections, for the appointment of 
election officials, and to provide for their duties and powers, and to provide 
suitable penalties for violation of such election rules: Provided, That no offi- 
cer shall be elected for a longer term than one year. 

**Pourth. By ordinance to provide for necessary street improvements, 
sidewalks, cross walks, and sewerage. The cost of all or any part of such 


improvements may be collected by assessment and levy against abutting | 


90n all such property assessed: 


property, which assessment shall be a lien uy Sst 
10lders consent, by petition or 


i d, That a majority of such property 
otherwise, to such improvements. - 
“*Fifth. By ordinance to provide for fire protection, water supply, lights, 
wharfage, maintenance of public schools, protection of public health, police 
protection, and the expenses of assessment and collection of taxes. 
“*Sixth. By ordinance to provide for the assessment and collection of a 


,‘rovlwd 


poll tax on all male residents between the ages of 21 and 60 years, and to 
impose a fine and penalty for refusal, neglect, or failure to pay such_tax: 
led, That all members in good standing of any regular organized vol- 
ompany may be exempt. 


hrovik 
unteer fre « 
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That is the understanding of the Chair. | 


With that statement, I have | 
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“*Seventh. By ordinance to provide for taxing of dogs, and to provide for 
impounding and destroying all dogs upon which such tax is not paid. 
‘Eighth. By ordinance to provide for the assessment and levy of a gen- 
eral tax on real property, possessory rights, and improvements, and to im- 
pose a penis for its nonpayment; and all such taxes shall bea preferred lien 
upon the property so taxed, which lien may be foreclosed and the property 
sold as provided by chapter 42, Civil Code of Procedure: Provided, That the 
council may exempt from taxation all public property belonging to the mu- 
Se and all church property used exclusively for public religious 
worship. 
oe Ninth. By ordinance to provide for the assessment and levy of a tax on 
personal property and a penalty for its nonpayment, and to provide for the 
distraint aol sale of sufficient goods and chattels belonging to the person 
charged with such tax to satisfy the same: Provided, That there shall be ex- 
empt from such assessment to each householder or head of a family household 
goods, of which such person is the bona fide owner, not exceeding $200 in value. 
**Tenth. By ordinance to impose such license tax on business conducted 
within the corporate limits as the council shall descm reasonable, and to pro- 
vide for its collection by fine and penalty, as for violation of other ordi- 
nances: Provided, That the general exemptions provided for in chapter 3] 
Civil Code of Procedure for the district of Alaska, shall not apply to any tax 
lawfully levied against any property, as provided for in this chapter: Pro- 
vided further, That no such property tax as herein provided for shall exceed 
2 per cent on the assessed valuation of the property; and all assessments 
made by the corporation assessor shall be subject to review by the council 
and appeals may be taken from their decision to the district court. No 
bonded indebtedness whatever shall be authorized for any purpose. 
**Eleventh. By ordinance to provide reasonable punishment for the viola- 
tion of municipal ordinances by a fine not exceeding $200 or imprisonment in 
the municipal jail for a term not exceeding ninety days, or both, for each 
violation 
“Twelfth. To provide for the election of a municipal magistrate who shall 
have power to hear and determine causes arising under the ordinances of 
such corporation, and to punish violations of such ordinances: Provided 
That all sentences of imprisonment imposed by said municipal magistrate 
shall be served in the municipal jail without expense to the Government of 
the United States. All appeals to the district court from the judgements of 
such municipal magistrate shall be governed by the laws relating to appeals 
from the judgments of commissioners acting as jsutices of the pe: Such 
municipal magistrate shall receive a salary to be fixed by the council, and 
no fees or other compensation whatever; and all judgments imposed by said 
magistrate and collected shall be turned over to the treasurer of the corpo- 
ration and applied to the use and benefit of the municipality as the council 
may direct.’ 
“Sec. 4. That section 208 of chapter 21 of Title ITI, as amended by the act 
| approved March 3, 1901, be amended so as to read as follows: 
| *** Spec. 208. The treasurer of the corporation shall be ex officio treasurer 
| of the school board, and shall, before entering upon the duties of his office, 
take the oath prescribed by law and execute bond to the corporation in an 
amount to be Setersnined by the judge of the district court, which bond shall 
be approved by the council and the judge of the district courtand filed in the 
office of the clerk of the corporation, and he shall give such additional bond 
as the council or judge of the district court may from time to time direct, 
but in no event shall such bond be less than twice the amount of money in 
the hands of the treasurer at any one time, to be determined by the tax rolls 
and license books of the corporation, and of the clerk of the district court: 
Provided, That all license moneys provided for by act of Congress approved 
March 3, 1899, entitled ‘An act to define and punish crimes in the district of 
Alaska and to provide a code of criminal procedure for said district,” and 
any amendments made thereto, required to be paid by any resident, per- 
son, or corporation for business carried on within the limits of any incorpo- 
rated town, and collected by the clerk of the court, shall be paid over by the 
clerk of the United States district court receiving the same to the treasurer 
of such corporation, to be used for municipal and school purposes in such 
proportions as the court may order, but not more than 50 per cent nor less 
| than 25 per cent thereof shall be used for school purposes, the remainder 
thereof to be paid to the treasurer of the corporation for the support of the 
municipality, and the clerk of said court shall take said treasurer's receipt 
therefor, in triplicate, one of which receipts shall be forwarded to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, another to the Attorney-General, and the other shall 
be retained by the clerk: Provided, That 50 per cent of all license moneys 
provided for by said act of Congress approved March 3, 1899, and any amend- 


| ments made thereto, that may hereafter be paid for business carried on out- 


attorney, police, and such other officers as they deem | 





side incorporated towns in the district of Alaska, and covered into the Treas- 
ury of the United States, shall be set aside to be expended, so far as may be 
deemed necessary by the Secretary of the Interior, within his discretion and 
under his direction, for school purposes outside incorporated towns in said 
district of Alaska.’ 

“Src. 5. That title 3 of said act be amended by adding thereto the fol- 
lowing: 

“** CHAPTER 37. 


“*OF THE FORMATION OF PRIVATE CORPORATIONS. 


“* SECTION 1. That three or more adult persons, bona fide residents of the 
district of Alaska, may form a corporation in the manner and subject to the 
limitations provided in this chapter for the following purposes, to ¥ it : 

**First. fo construct. own, and operate railroads, tramways, street rail- 
rave wagon roads, canals, fiumes, and telegraph and telephone lines in 

aska. 

**Second. To acquire, hold, and operate mines in Alaska. 

“* Third. To carry on the fishery industry in all its branches in Alaska and 
in the waters contiguous and adjacent thereto. 

“*Fourth. To construct and operate smelters, electric and other power 
and lighting plants, docks, wharves, elevators, warehouses, and hotels in 
Alaska. 

“*Fifth. To carry on trade, transportation, agriculture, lumbering, and 
manufacturing in Alaska. 

“*Srec. 2. That any three or more persons who may desire to form a cor- 
poration for one or more of the purposes specified in the preceding section 
shall make and subscribe written articles of incorporation in triplicate and 
acknowledge the same before any officer euitertaal to take the acknowledg- 
ment of deeds, and fileone of such articles in the oftice of the secretary of the 
district of Alaska, and another in the office of the clerk of the district court 
| of the recording division in which the principal place of business of the com- 

pany is intended to be located, and retain the third in the possession of the 
| corporation, and each copy so filed shall be recorded by the officer with whom 
| filed in a book to be kept by him for that purpose. 
‘*** Said articles shall contain and state: 
| “*First. The name of the corporation, the nature and character of the 
business, and the principal place of transacting the same. 
| ‘Second. The time of commencement and the period of c 
| said corporation, which shall not exceed fifty years. 
“*Third. The amount of capital stock of said corpora 


ontinuance of 


tion, and how the 
| sa 


me shall be paid in, and the number and par value of the shares. 
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“*Fourth. The highest amount of indebtedness or liability to which said 


corporation shall at any time be subject. 

“+ Fifth. The names and places of residence of the persons forming such 
corporation. : { 4 

““* Sixth. The names of the first board of trustees, and in what officers or 
persons the government of the corporation and the management of the af- 
tairs shall be vested, and when the same are elected and their terms of 

ftice. 

on Seventh. Said articles of incorporation may be amended when author- 
ized by a vote of the majority of the stock given ata regular meeting of the 
stockholders. Such amended articles shall be executed and acknowledged 
by the board of directors, or a peajority of them, and shall be filed in the same 
places and manner as the origina articles. > 5 

“Spo, 3. That a copy of any articles of incorporation filed pursuant to 
this chapter, and certified by the clerk of the district court in which the 
came is filed, or one of his deputies, or by the secretary of the district of 
Alaska, shall be received as prima facie evidence of the facts therein stated. 
“«* Spo, 4, That when the articles of incorporation have been filed and re- 
corded, the persons who have executed and acknowledged the same, and 
their successors, shal] be a body corporate and politic in fact and in law un- 
der the name stated in the articles of incorporation, and by such a 
name shall have succession for the period limited in this, chapter and shall 
have power R . ‘ so ee 

“*(a) To sue and to be sued in any court having jurisdiction; 

“*(b) To make and use a common seal, and alter the same at pleasure: 

‘(¢) To purchase, hold, mortgage, sell, and convey real and personal 

property, except stock in other corporations, subject to the limitation here- 
inbefore prescribed; 

d) Io appoint such officers, agents, and servants as the business of the 
corporation shall require, to define their powers, prescribe their duties, and 
fix their compensation; c 

“*(e) To require of them such security as may be thought proper for the 
fulfillment of their duties, and to remove them at will, except that no director 
shall be removed from office unless by a vote of two-thirds of the stock- 

iders; 
. “*(f) To make by-laws not inconsistent with the laws of the district of 
Alaska and the laws and Constitution of the United States; 

‘(g) To manage its property, regulate its affairs, transfer its stock, and 
to carry on all kinds of business within the objects and purposes of the cor- 
porat ion as expressed in the articles of incorporation. ; 

“*Snc.5. Thatall private corporations incorp¢ yrated under this chapter, and 


all corporations or joint stock companies organized under the laws of the | 


United States, or the laws of any State or Territory of the United States, and 
authorized to do business in the district of Alaska, shalt have the right to 
acquire and hold only such real estate as may be necessary to carry on their 
corporate business. y A 

** Sec. 6. That the corporate powers of the corporation shall be exercised 
bv a board of not less than three directors who shall be stockholders in the 
corporation, a majority of whom shall be residents of the district of Alaska, 
who shall, before entering upon the duties of their office, severally take and 
subscribe an oath to faithfully perform their duties as such directors, and 
who shall, after the expiration of the terms of the directors first elected, be 
annually elected by the stockholders at such time and place within the district 
of Alaska and upon such notice and in such manner as shall be directed by the 
by-laws or articles of incorporation of the corporation; but all elections shall 
be by ballot, and each stockholder, either in person or by proxy, shall be en- 
titled to as many votes as he may own or represent shares of stock, and the 
person or persons receiving a majority of the votes of all the shares of stock 
voted, a majority of the stock being represented, shall be a director or direc- 
tors. Whenever any vacancy shall happen among the directors by death, 
resignation, or otherwise, except by removal and the election of a successor, 
it shall be filled by appointment of the board of directors for the unexpired 
term of such vacancy. 

‘*Sec. 7. Thatif it shall happen at any time that an election of directors 
shall not be made on the day designated by the by-laws or articles of incor- 
poration of the corporation, the corporation shall not for that reason be dis- 
solved, but it shall be lawfulon any other day after due notice, prescribed 
by the by-laws, to hold an election for directors in such manner as shall be 
provided for in the by-laws or articles of the corporation, and all directors 
duly a shall hold their offices until their successors are elected and 
qualified. 
ee Sec. 8. That a majority of the whole number of the directors shall form 
a quorum of the board of directors for the transaction of business, and every 
decision of a majority of the directors duly assembled as a board shall be 
valid as a corporate act. 

Sec. 9. That, except as otherwise provided in the articles of incorpora- 


tion or by-laws of the corporation, the first and all subsequent meetings of | 


the directors shall be called by a notice signed by one or more persons named 
as directors in the certificate, or their successors, setting forth the time and 
place of the meeting, which notice shall be delivered personally to each di- 
rector if he resides in Alaska, and published at least twenty days in some 
newspaper of general circulation at or nearest the principal place of business 
of the corporation and in the district of Alaska. 

‘*Sec. 10. That the stock of the corporation shall be deemed personal 
estate, and shall be transferable in such manner as shall be prescribed by 
the articles of incorporation or the by-laws of the corporation; but no trans- 
fer shall be valid except between the parties thereto until the same shall 


have been entered upon the books of the corporation so as to show the names | 


of the parties, by and to whom transferred, the numbers and designation of 
the shares, and the date of transfer. 
‘The stockholders of any corporation formed under this chapter may, in 
by-laws or articles of the corporation, prescribe the times, manner, and 
amounts in which payments of the stock subscribed by them, respectively, 
shall be made; but in case the same shall not be so prescribed, the directors 
shall have the power to demand and call in from the stockholders the sum or 
sums unpaid of the stock subscribed for or taken at such time, and in such 
manner, payments or installments, as they may deem proper. In all cases 
sixty days’ notice of each assessment shall be given to the stockholders per- 
sonally or by registered letter, if his post-office address is known to any 
oficer of the corporation, and by publication, weekly, for eight consecutive 
Weeks, In some newspaper of general circulation published at or nearest to 
the principal place of business of the corporation in the district of Alaska. 
', alter such notice has been given, any stockholder shall make default in 
the payment of assessments upon the shares held by him, so many of said 
Shares may be sold as will be necessary for the payment of the assessments 
upon all shares held by him, her, or them at that time. The sale of such 
ae shall be made as prescribed in the articles or by-laws of the corpora- 
s0n, but shall in no case be made at the office of the corporation. No sale 
Shall be made except at public auction, to the highest bidder, after notice 
#iven as in the case of notices of assessment; and atsuch sale the person who 
Shall pay the assessment so due, together with the expenses of advertising 


the 


and sale, for the smallest number of shares or portion of a share, as the case 
may be, shall be deemed the highest bidder: Provided, That after the deliv- 
cry of the certificates of stock to the stockholders no call shall be made at 


any one time for more than 10 per cent of the par value of the stock, and 
that calls shall not be made oftener than once in thirty days, unless other- 
wise provided in the articles of incorporation. 
**Seo. ll. That whenever any stock is held by a person as executor, ad- 
ministrator, guardian, trustee, or in any other such representative capacity, 
he shall represent such stock atall meetings of the corporation, and may vote 
accordingly as a stockholder in person or by proxy. 

“* Sco. 12. That any stockholder may pledge his stock by delivery of the 
certificate or other evidence of his interest, but may nevertheless represent 
the same at all meetings and vote asa stockholder 

‘*** Sec. 13. That it shall not be lawful for the directors to make any divi- 
| dend in new or additional stock, or to make any dividend, except from the 
| net profits arising from the business of the corporation, or to divide, with- 
draw, or in any way pay to the stockholders, or any of them, any part of 
capital stock of the corporation, or to reduce the capital stock of the cor 
ration unless in the manner prescribed in this chapter or in the article 
amended articles of incorporation or by-laws; and in case of any violation of 
the provisions of this section the directors under whose administration the 
same may have happened, except those who may have caused their dissent 
therefrom to be entered at large on the minutes of the board of directors at 
the time, or were not present when the same did happen, shall, in their indi- 
vidual or private capacities, be jointly and severally liable to the corporation 
and the creditors thereof, in event of its dissolution, to the full amount so 
divided or reduced or paid out: Provided, Ti this section shall not be con 
| strued to prevent a division and distribution of the capital stock of the cor- 

poration which shall remain after the payment of all its debts upon the disso- 
lution of the corporation or the expiration of its charter. 
| ***Sxc. 14. That no corporation shall issue any of its stock, except in con- 
sideration of money, labor, or property estimated at its true money value. 
| Each and every stockholder shall be personally liable to the creditors of the 
| company for the amount that remains unpaid upon the par value of hisstock. 

*** Sec. 15. That no person holding stock as an executor, administrator, 
guardian, or trustee, or holding it as collateral security, or in pledge, shall 

ye personally subject to any liability as a stockholder of the corporation; but 

the person pledging the stock shall be considered as holding the same and 
shall be liable as a stockholder, and the estate and funds of the owner of 
stockin the hands of an executor, administrator, guardian, or trustee hold- 
ing the stock shall be liable in like manner and to the same extent as the tes- 
tator or intestate, or the ward or person interested in the trust fund would 
have been if he or she had been living and competent to act and hold the 
stock in his or her name. 

‘*Sxc. 16. That every corporation organized under this chapter shall, 
| within one month after filing articles of incorporation, adopt a code of by- 

laws for its government, and shall have its principal office in the district of 
| Alaska and keep in such office its general and principal books of account, in- 
cluding its stock books and record books, and its principal managing officer 
or superintendent shall reside within the district of Alaska. Every such 
corporation shall keep correct and complete books of account of its business, 
onde correct and complete record of all its - ceedings, including such as 
| relate to the election of its officers. Every such corporation shall also keep a 
| book containing the names of its stockholders ever since its organization, 
showing the place of residence, amount of stock held, the amount paid on 
| such stock, and time of transfer of stock. The books of every such cor- 
oration shall, at all reasonable times, be open to the inspection of stock- 
cohders. 
“+ Sec. 17. That any corporation created under this chapter may, subject 
to the provisions of the same, increase or diminish its capital stock to any 
amount within the limits fixed by the articles or amended articles of incor- 
| poration; but before any corporation shall be entitled to diminish the amount 
| of its capital stock, if the amount of its debts or liabilities shall exceed the 
| sum to which the capital stock is proposed to be diminished, such amount 
shall be satisfied and reduced so as not to exceed the diminished amount of 
| capital stock. 
| ‘**Sgo. 18. That whenever it is desired to increase or diminish the amount 
| of capital stock, a meeting of the stockholders shall be called by a notice 
| signed by at least a majority of the directors and published weekly at least 
eight consecutive weeks in some newspaper of general circulation published 
| at or nearest the principal place of business of the corporation in the district 
of Alaska, which notice shall specify the object of the meeting, the time and 
| place where it is to be held, and the amount to which it is proposed to raise 
or diminish the capital stock; and a vote of two-thirds of all the shares of 
stock shall be necessary to increase or diminish the amount of capital stock. 
**Tf at any meeting so called a sufficient number of votes have been given 
in favor of increasing the amount of capital stock a certificate of the preceed- 
ings, showing a compliance with these provisions, the amount of the capital 
stock actually paid in, the whole amount of debts and liabilities of the com- 
many, and the amount to which the capital stock is to be increased or dimin- 
ished shall be made out, signed, and verified by the affidavit of the presiding 
| officer and secretary of the meeting, certified to by a majority of the direct- 
| ors, and filed and recorded as articles of incorporation are required to be 
filed and recorded by section 2 of this chapter 

“*Spc. 19. That in like manner as provided in the preceding sections, and 
upon such additional notice as may be provided in the articles of incorpora- 
| tion or by-laws, any of the general provisions of the articles of incorporation 
| may beamended and upon like vote, unless a different vote be required in the 
| articles of incorporation; but such amended articles must be filed and re- 
corded as prescribed in section 2 of this chapter. 

“*SeEc. 20. That every corporation of the district of Alaska shall, on or be- 
| fore the lst day of September of each year, file in the office of the clerk of 
| the district court of the recording division where its principal office is located 

a list containing the names of its principal officers, including the officers 
mentioned in subdivision 1 of section 46 of the code of civil procedure for 
the district of Alaska, and whenever any such officers are changed or sub- 
| stituted shall, within thirty days after such change or substitution, file a 
notice thereof in like manner with such clerk. 
“Src. 21. That any corporation organized underethis chapter, when no 
other mode is specially provided, may, when its debts and liabilities are duly 
| paid or seoureth dissolve by a written-resolution to that effect, at a meeting 
of the stockholders specially called for that purpose, by a vote of the own 
of at least two-thirds of the stock of the corporation. One ir 
lution, together with a certificate thereto attached signed by the president 
and secretary, or, if none, the corresponding officers, and sealed with the 
corporate seal, stating the facts that all the debts and liabilities of the cor- 
poration have been duly paid or secured, and the fact and date of the adop- 
tion of such resolution, and that the same is a true copy of 1, the 
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the original] 
whole number of shares of stock, the shares of stock whose owners voted for 
its adoption, shall be filed and recorded as articles of incorporation are re- 
quired to be filed and recorded under section 2 of this chapter. Thereupon 
the corporation shall cease to exist except for the winding up of its affairs. 

** Sec. 22. That all corporations whose terms of existence shall expire by 
their own limitations, or which shall be voluntarily dissolved in the manner 
provided in the preceding section, or which shall be dissolved by the judg- 
ment of court, shall nevertheless continue to be bodies corporate for three 
years thereafter for the purpose of prosecuting and defending actions, and 
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for enabling them to settle up and close their business, pay their debts, dis- 
pose of and convey their property, and divide their assets, but for no other 
purpose; and when any corporation shall be so dissolved, the directors or 
managers of the affairs of such corporation at the time of its dissolution, by 
whatever name they shall be known, shall, subject to the power of any court 
of competent jurisdiction to make in any case a different provision, continue 
to act as such during said term, and shall be deemed the legal administra- 
tors of such corporation, with full power to settle its affairs, pay its debts, 
sell or dispose of or convey all of its property, both realand personal, collect 
the outstanding debts, and, after paying the debts due aod owing by such 
corporation at the time of its dissolution and the costs of such administra- 





tion, divide the residue of the money and other property among the stock- | 


holders thereof. 

“*Spec. 23. That the 
tien organized under t 
their signatures and oaths, make out and publish weekly, for three success- 
ive weeks, in a newspaper of general circulation in the district of Alaska, a 
joint statement showing: First. the number of shares of capital stock out- 
standing; second, the amount paid in on each share of stock; third, the actual 
paid-up capital of the corporation; fourth, the just cash value of the prop- 
erty of the corporation and the character and nature of the same; fifth, the 
debts and liabilities of the corporation and for what the same were incurred; 
sixth, the salaries paid each and every officer, manager, and superintend- 
ent of the corporation during the preceding year; and, seventh, the increase 


or decrease, if any, of the stock, the capital, and the liabilities of the corpo- | 
| 


ration during the preceding year.’” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
make points of order against the consideration of this bill. 
bili, Mr. Speaker, is claimed to be in order, as I understand it, 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to 


because it is a Senate bill laid before the House by the Speaker, | 


and that there is a House bill substantially the same as this bill 
which has been reported from a committee of the House. ThatI 
understand to be the situation. After we have got to that point, 


I understand the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WARNER] presents | 


a substitute for the House biil reported by the Committee on Re- 
vision of the Laws, with the claim that the substitute is also sub- 
stantially the same as the Senate bill. Now, the. first point of 


order I make is that this bill, relating alone to the Territory of | 


Alaska, should have gone to the Committee on Territories, and 
not to another committee of the House. It is a very long bill, 
as the Speaker doubtless has observed. 
now of being called upon to state objections to the substitute 
when we have not been able to see it, except as it was printed in 
the Recorp. I have not seen the House bill, but it is claimed it 
is identical with the Senate bill, nor have I been able to get the 
Senate bill. 

If the bill should have gone to the Committee on Territories, I 
make that point of order. Secondly. the substitute which the 
gentleman has offered for the House bill, and which he claims is 
substantially the same as the bill that passed the Senate, certainly 
should be considered in Committee of the Whole, for it provides 
for the levying of taxes in the District of Alaska, and provides 
for licenses, and makes the disposition of the money received from 
those sources. It gives a part of it to the public schools of the 
Territory of Alaska, and it seems to me that a bill of this magni- 
tude ought to be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

It is not so much a revision of the law, but it makes the law for 
the government not only for corporations in the Territory of 
Alaska but, as I state, for the levy and appropriation of the taxes 
of the Territory in the district of Alaska. It provides for licenses, 
municipal taxes, etc., and the support of public schools. 

In the fourth clause of section 3, as printed in the Recorp, it 


provides for necessary street improvements, sidewalks, cross | 


walks, and sewerage. In the fifth clause it provides for fire pro- 
tection, water supply, light, wharfage, maintenance of public 


schools, protection of the public health, police protection, and the | 


expenses of assessment and collection of taxes. In the sixth 
clause it provides for the assessment and collection of a poll tax 
on all male residents between the ages of 21 and 60 years, and a 
fine and penalty for refusal, neglect, or failure to pay such tax. 
Seventh, it provides for the taxing of dogs, and for the impound- 
ing and destroying all dogs upon which such tax is not paid. 
the eighth clause for the levy of a general tax on real property, 
and imposes a penalty for its nonpayment. The ninth clause 


provides for the assessment and levying of:a tax on personal | 


property and a penalty for its nonpayment, and to provide for 
the distraint and sale of sufficient goods and chattels belonging 
to the person charged with such tax to satisfy the same. 

Now, all of these sections providing for the levying and collec- 
tion of taxes from the people, it seems to me, would bring the 
bill within the rule which requires that it first should be consid- 
ered in Committee of the Whole. 
but we ought not to consider it in this manner, involving as much 
as it does. Therefore I make the two points of order—first, that 
it should have gone to the Committee on Territories and not the 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws, which has not juris- 
diction of this question, and the next is that it should have con- 
sideration in the Committee of the Whole. That being true. it 
is not in order to be considered when laid before the 
the Speaker in the transaction of the morning business, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would be glad to hear from the 
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—" secretary, and treasurer of any corpora- | 
26 provisions of this chapter shall annually, under | 


The | 


It puts us in the attitude | 


In | 


The bill may be meritorious, | 
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| ieee from Illinois [Mr. aaa, unless the gentleman 
| from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] wishes to call up a conference report. 


CONFERENCE REPORT ON GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL, 


Mr. CANNON. I should be glad to call up the conference re- 
| port, Mr. Speaker, on the general deficiency bill. 

| The SPEAKER. The pending bill will be laid aside for that 
| purpose. 
| Mr. CANNON. Iask unanimous consent that the reading of 
| the report be dispensed with, and that only the statement of the 
House conferees be read. : 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly, and the 
statement of the House conferees as published in the House pro- 
ceedings of June 28 was read. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on agreeing to the report. 

The report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the yote 
just taken was laid on the table. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House fur- 
| ther insist on its disagreement to the Senate amendments stil] 
undisposed of and ask for a conference. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Iask that the House recede from its dis- 
| agreement to amendment No. 8 and concur in the same. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Atrx- 
ANDER] asks fora separate vote on amendment No. 8. Is a sep- 
arate vote demanded on any other amendment? 

Mr. FINLEY. Iask a separate vote on amendment No. 9. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I may desire to ask fora separate 
| vote on amendment No. 34. I wish to inquire of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] whether upon the amendment appro- 
priating $25,000 for the Ohio River between Mound City and Cairo 
the Senate conferees concurred in the suggestion that there be 
added the words ‘‘ and such expenditure is required in the interest 
of navigation?”’ 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman that that action of 
the Senate has not been concurred in, nor has the proposition which 
the gentleman refers to been consideredin conference. As this is 
a matter that concerns the jurisdiction of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, I should be very glad (although it is a question that 
might possibly be worked out in conference) if the gentleman 
would make a motion, when the question is reached, that the House 
| concur in that amendment. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, then I ask a separate vote on 
amendment No. 34. 
Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe thereought to be 
a separate vote on amendment No. 26. I want to deal fairly with 
the House. That is the amendment appropriating $1,000.000 as a 
gift to Hawaii. It is an amendment of some importance, and it 
seems to me the question onght to be considered and determined 
| by the House, so that if nobody else asks for a separate vote on 
| that question, I will ask for one. 
Mr. POWERS of Maine. I rose amoment ago to ask about the 
| amendment that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] has 
| been speaking about—the million-dollar appropriation for Hawaii. 
Mr. CANNON. Does not the gentleman think it wise that 
| there should be a separate vote on that? 
Mr. POWERS of Maine, I do, especially as the matter now 
| stands. 
Mr. SULZER. What is that million-dollar appropriation for? 
Mr. CANNON. I will explain the matter when we reach it. 
| But I will say briefly now that it is alleged that Hawaii has been 
| at very great expense in stamping out the bubonic plague. This 
|}amendment in consideration of that makes Hawaii a gift of 
$1,000,000 out of the Treasury, and authorizes that Territory to 
| issue bonds for the balance. 

TheSPEAKER. Separate votes are demanded on amendments 
8, 9, 26, and 34. The question is, first, on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Dlinois, that the House insist upon its disagreement 
to the other amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon concurring in 
amendment No. 8 on which the gentleman from New York | Mr. 
| ALEXANDER] demands a separate vote. The Clerk will report 

that amendment. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 


| Pan-American Exposition: To John G. Milburn, of Buffalo, N.Y 

trustee, for the payment of certain creditors of the Pan-American Ex] 
tion Conipany, $500,000; the claims against said company to be paid pro rata 
by said Milburn as trustee aforesaid being for labor, material, services, and 
other expenses incident thereto and attending the work of said exposition. 
None of this money shall be paid to any stockholder of said corporation as 4 
dividend upon such stock, nor to pay any claim against said company ‘¢- 
cured by mortgage, nor to any holder of bonds or securities of said company 


as 


on account of said bonds or securities, nor shall any payment be made for 
rents of said grounds or for the restoration of the same. 


The said Milburn as trustee shall file with the Secretary of the Prensery 
amounts, 


the 


| areport giving the names of the creditors so paid, and the respective am 
and on what account, accompanied with a voucher, under oath, showing 
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furnishing of such labor, material, services, and other expenses as aforesaid, 
and the payment therefor by said trustee. The unexpended balance, if any, 
shall be returned by said trustee to the Treasury with said report, which 
shall be filed within one year after said appropriation shall be paid to said 
trustee. In case of the death, resignation, or removal of said trustee, the cir- 
uit court of the United States for the western district of New York shall, 
non application of any interested party, appoint a successor who shall dis- 
harge said trust. z 2 “ 

Orne said trustee or his successor may be required by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to give a bond to be approved by him for the faithful discharge of 
said trust hereby created. 


( 
u 
C 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman want more than an hour 
on each amendment? He would be entitled to that. 

Mr. CANNON. That is quite enough. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I would like the gentleman 
from Illinois to give us thirty-five minutes. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to the | 


gentleman from New York? 

Mr. CANNON. I suppose my time would begin now, 

The SPEAKER. On this amendment it would. 

Mr. CANNON. I have but sixty minutes. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Give us half of it. 

Mr. CANNON. I apprehend that if I yield twenty-eight min- 
utes to the gentleman and I reserve twenty-eight minutes, then I 
would have four minutes in which to move the previous question, 
if necessary. 

Mr, ALEXANDER. Very well. 

Mr. CANNON. So that I will yield to the gentleman now 
twenty-eight minutes of my time. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. But I do not care to take that twenty- 
eight minutes at the outset. As I understand it, I have the con- 
trol of that time. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, I suppose the gentleman can yield 
out of his own time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly; and he can reserve. 

Mr. CANNON. I think we may just as well knowat this time 
why the gentleman wants to have his motion sustained. Of 
course, I have the right to close. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
New York that he hasa right to yield such of his time as he desires. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, my only insistence is that 

do not have to use all of my time at the outset, until we know 
what the other side have to say. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
New York that he is speaking in the time yielded to him by the 
gentleman from Illinois, and he can not compel the gentleman 
yielding to him to divide it. The gentleman from New York has 
now twenty-eight minutes within his control and his time has 
commenced to run. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I donot care to make aspeech. 
I will leave that to my distinguished friend from Illinois, but I do 
desire to make a simple statement, and I am sure every member 
of the House desires to hear it. In the second session of the Fifty- 
fifth Congress, the President, by a joint resolution, was directed 
to invite all Pan-American countries to join in an exposition of 
American exhibits at Buffalo, to be held on May 1, 1901. That 
joint resolution gave existence to the Pan-American Exposition. 

After that authority by Congress the people of the city of Buf- 
falo, in contributions varying from 50 cents to $50,000, raised, in 
round numbers, $1,700,009, which was paid in cash. Thereupon, 
under a special act of the legislature, a company was organized 
with a directorate and a president. After that we came to Con- 
gress, asking that they make a Government exhibit, and the 
Vifty-sixth Congress voted $500,000 to be expended by the Gov- 
ernment solely for a Government exhibit. The Pan-American 
Exposition Company did not handle one cent of this money, nor 
have one cent’s worth of good out of it except as a Government 
exhibit. Of that $500,000 I am informed by those who well 
kni w that about $250,000 was expended for increasing the exhibits 
at the Smithsonian Institution, the National Museum, and other 
departments in this city. 

Chose exhibits, paid for out of that appropriation, have this win- 
ter done service at Charleston, S. C., and will do service at St. 
Louis, Mo.; so that the Government, in fact, expended for its 
own exhibit only about $250,000. It gave us no money; it loaned 
Us no money. It gave Philadelphia and Chicago millions and it 


has iven St. Louis millions; but Buffalo received nothing except 
a Government exhibit which did not cost, under any circum- 
stances, to exceed $250,000. After the Government had agreed 


ti » make its exhibit the citizens of Buffalo raised $2,500,000 on a 
~ “" thortgage bond, being a lien upon the gate receipts, less the 
ttle amount that was needed te carry along expenses each day. 
me u the month of March, 1901, it was discovered that we needed 
»".000, if the exposition was to open out of debt, and the citizens 
of Buffalo put their hands in their pockets to the tune of $500,000 
more, making in all $4,700,000 that the people of Buffalo paid in 
i ash . Theexposition opened on the ist of May and was going along 
tandsomely; but during July and later we found that extensive 
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repairs were necessary, such as reasphalting, repainting, and re- 
pairing generally, so that they approximated in the neighborhood 





| of $700,000; but in the wisdom of the Senate it has seen fit to give 


only $500,000, in accordance with this amendment. 

The attendance at Buffalo was proportionately as generous as 
it had been at Chicago or Omaha or Philadelphia. The attend- 
ance in August was even better in proportion than at either of 


| those fairs. In the month of August, although the country was 


suffering under a hot wave, the fair took in $667,000 at the gates. 
For the week ending September 3 

Mr. CANNON, Iwill say to my friend that it is proper for me 
to notify him now that I question the accuracy of his statements, 





| having the statement from Mr. Milburn in my hand, to which I 
| will refer. 





ee ” 


Mr. ALEXANDER. I have the same statement right here, 
and I am speaking directly from the figures, only, of course, in 
round numbers, leaving off fractions. 

Mr. CANNON. Away off. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Not very far off 

Mr. CANNON. Away off, by the hundred thousand. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Oh, no; not very faroff. AsIhave it here 
in print, the receipts for admissions for the single week ending 
September 3 were $168,000. Then came the national tragedy. 
Before that everything had the rainbow tints of success; but when 
the assassin did his deadly work few people, comparatively speak- 
ing, wanted more of the exposition, because it was the place where 


| the beloved President of the nation bad been foully murdered. 


The wonderful electrical display, the electric tower, the most 
beautiful thing ever seen on earth, all the power of Niagara could 
not dissipate the great black cloud which settled over it like a 
funeral pall. 

I have no doubt scores of gentlemen within my hearing had the 
feeling that they cared not to go and would not go where this 
dreadful national disaster had occurred. Now, the figures sup- 
port me in the statement that after the tragedy the attendance at 
the Pan-American Exposition no longer responded to the exquis- 
itely beautiful attractions. At Chicago, at Philadelphia, and at 
Omaha the increased rate of attendance in September over August 
was 55 percent. At Buffalo it was 7.55 percent less. I hope the 
gentleman will catch these percentages. 

Mr. CANNON. Icaught it and I challenge it. The increased 
attendance at Philadelphia in October over September was 9.55, 
and at Buffalo nearly 16 per cent. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I was not talking about October. If my 
distinguished friend will allow me, the proposition I made was 
that at Chicago, Omaha, and Philadelphia the attendance in Sep- 
tember over Angust averaged an increase of 55 per cent; and that 
at Buffalo it was 7.55 per cent less than in August. The gentle- 
man from Illinois will find it so in the printed page before him. 

My friend knows, and every gentleman knows, that the months 
of September and October at Philadelphia, Omaha, and Chicago 
were the months of greatest attendance, and we had a right to 
suppose that they would be so with us. But instead of getting 
an average increase of 55 per cent in September over August, we 
got 7.55 per cent less in September that we got in August. 

Now, I will come to the proposition of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois. The attendance at Chicago, at Omaha, and at Philadelphia, 
for October, was 108 per cent more than it was in August, while 
in Buffalo it was only 8.42 per cent more thanin August. In 
other words we should have had in September an attendance 
equaling in money over $1,200,000, whereas we got only about 
$490,000, and in October we should have received over $1,600,000, 
whereas we received but about $620,000. Figuresdonotlie. We 
had a right to expect that the great months of September and 
October would be to us what they were elsewhere at other fairs; 
but in September, instead of getting 55 per cent more than in 
August, we got 7 per cent less, and where they got 108 per cent 
increase in October over August, we received only 8 per cent 
increase. 

Mr. HANBURY. Does the gentleman from Illinois still chal- 
lenge the statement made by the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, the comparison is made with August, and 
not between September and October. They say figures do not lie, 
but you can juggle with them. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Oh, Well, my friend does not mean to in- 
fer that Iam juggling with figures. If my friend will take the 
figures for August, September, and October, he will find that | 
have given them exactly. The gentleman does not mean to ac- 
cuse me of juggling with figures, when everything is printed and 
before us. 

Mr. CANNON. I make no reflection upon the gentleman’s 
good faith. He is advocating the measure, as he has a perfect 
right to do, in hisown way. I only interrupted him in fairness 
to him, with notice that at the proper time I should challenge 
the correctness of some of his conclusions. That is all. 

I have nothing against the gentleman from New York. 
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myself is simply this: I am making comparisons of September 
with August and October with August. His comparison is as to 
September with August and October with September. It makes 
no difference. It was 7 per cent less for September, and it was 
only 8 per cent more for October. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And the catastrophe occurred in September. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. The catastrophe occurred the first week 
in September. Now,I have occupied more time than I should 
have taken, and I will close this statement with quoting from 


‘ 


Senators HALE and SPOONER and TELLER when they placed this | 


amendment upon the general deficiency bill in the Senate. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Certainly. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I should like to ask the gentleman what 
the falling off in attendance of this exposition has to do with this 
question? Does the gentleman insist that the assassination of the 
President creates an obligation on the part of this Government to 
pay the debts of this institution? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Oh, no. 
of the exposition and will let the gentleman answer his own ques- 
tion as to obligation. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. 

Mr. SULZER. 
that tl 
ter. That is the reason why it is necessary to have this legislation. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Does the Government undertake to guar- 
antee the attendance at an exposition? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Senator HALE said: 

T 


year prov 


th 


he committee put in this provision for two reasons. 


ided f 


ality that had led it to be very liberal to the St. Louis exposition, but the | 


House struck it out and we could not get it in conference. If we had done 
as the Senate then decided unanimously, to give it tothem, they would have 
bad the money and would not have been here now. 

Then, of course, there was the other patent reason, the traffic event in 
Buffalo, which overshadowed not only the country but the world and pros- 
trated this exposition. We have guarded it and have left the expendi- 
ture of the money in the hands of a very eminent man in Buffalo, Mr. Mil- 
burn, who was the president, and who, I will say, after we had drafted the 
amendment and put it into his hands, telegraphed that he preferred that we 
vid to the provision one making him accountable to the Treasury and 
submit vouchers and returns; also asking that we put him under bonds, as is 
usual in such cases 

Mr. SPOONER 
tinguish it from the ordinary deficit, so as to take it out from being a prece 
dent which is to be followed hereafter? The assassination of the President 
at Buffalo undoubtedly, as the Senator says, hada very detrimental effect 
upon ithe exposition 

Mr. HALE&. The committee considered that and we thought we would not 
embody anything of that kind in the bill, but let it be seen, as it will be, and 
remembered of all men hereafter, that that is the one great reason. The 
other isa pretty strong one also. 

Mr. TELLER. The fair at Buffalo would undoubtedly have been a success 
but for the unfortunate occurrence of the assassination of the President. 
Up to that time the fair was a promising one, but immediately upon the as- 


should 


sassination the people of the United States were so horror-stricken with that | 


terrible catastrophe that nobody wanted to gothere. It is a fact that not 
only did the attendance immediately fall off—that is, people did not go—but 
people who had gone there intending to remain some considerable time im- 
mediately departed from the city. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman desire to use any more 
the time yielded him? 
Mr. ALEXANDER. 
of his time. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman has anything further to say, 
I would be glad that he would say it. I have the right to close 
this discussion. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I have nothing further to say myself, but 
there are a number of friends present in the House who will be 
glad to speak, and I desire to give them a minute or two, after 
the gentleman is through. The gentleman can reserve enough 
of his time and close. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I will move the previous question after I 
make my few broken remarks, and if the gentleman does not de- 
sire the time, well and good. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Then the gentleman means to say that 
he will not let me have the rest of my time after he has spoken? 

Mr. CANNON. Ido; most unqualifiedly. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York must use 
his time now if the gentleman from Illinois insists. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. How much time have I remaining, Mr. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The genfleman has eight minutes remaining. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Then I yield a minute to my colleague 
[Mr. McCLeELLAnN]. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. 


yf 


Yes; after the gentleman has used some 


Mr. Speaker, I can only add in addition 


to what my colleague has said that the New York delegation is a 
unit in favor of this provision. 


The Pan-American Exposition 


; Te , The Senate last | 
or $500,000 additional to this exposition in the spirit of liber- | 


Is there any language in the amendment which would dis- | 








Then what is the effect of your argument? | 
I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee | 
e falling off in the attendance has all to do with this mat- | 
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| priation for it. 
| ance fall off. 
| no relief can be obtained from the State government. 


| vided by the United States. 
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The death of the late President made the attend. 
Under the constitution of the State of New York 
The stock 
and second mortgage bonds have been wiped out. The cost of 
labor and material can never be paid unless the funds be pro- 
I realize that we may have no legal 
standing before Congress, but I believe that we have a mora] 
standing before the United States for relief in this matter. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I yield one or two minutes to the 
man from Minnesota, as he may desire. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, as chairman of the Committee 
on Industrial Arts and Expositions it has been my duty to give 
this matter some consideration and investigation. I believe that 
in equity and good conscience we should make this appropria- 
tion. The people of Buffalo lose $2,500,000 on the Pan-American 
Exposition. The cause of that loss, I think, is evident to every 
man who contemplates for a moment the terrible effect upon the 
public mind of that awful tragedy that occurred at Buffalo early 


or 
Ss 


entle- 


| in the month of September last. 
I am accounting for the failure | 


Notone dollarof this money goes to the people who have sus- 
tained that loss—the $2,500,000. Not one dollar of it will go to 
any man interested in promoting that exposition, interested asa 
stockholder, interested as a bondholder, or interested in any way 
except as acontractor. Theappropriation goes exclusively to the 
men who erected and maintained the buildings, who paid for the 





| labor and material used in their construction, and who can not in 





any way or under any other circumstances obtain payment, be- 
cause there is no legal liability on the part of the exposition com- 
pany or of anybody connected with the exposition for the amount 
thus expended by these men and which is justly due them. 

What does it mean if these men are not paid? As a result of 
the assassination of President McKinley this exposition was closed 
for four days. Not a solitary admission was permitted during 
any one of these four days. Two days after the assassination, 
the day after the death, and the day of the funeral of the Presi- 
dent the exposition was closed as a mark of respect to President 
McKinley and the office which he held. The Government had 
authorized the exposition. The head of the Government had 
been assassinated at the exposition. Every consideration, there- 
fore, demanded that this token of respect and esteem should be 
shown. That being so, these innocent contractors are called upon 
to pay for that respect to the memory of one of the Government's 
greatest Presidents. 

I do not think that because it was necessary to close the ex- 
position for this purpose men not in any way connected with 
the exposition or its benefits should be called upon to pay the ex- 
pense and loss incident to that closing, which otherwise would 
not have happened. The loss sustained on account of such clos- 
ing alone would amount almost to one-half of the appropriation, 
based upon the attendance the days immediately preceding the 
assassination. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this matter has received the attention and 
has the sanction and approval of the President, and I think that 
gentlemen of this House who regard the recommendations of the 
President of the United States as being absolutely conclusive 
upon Congress should follow his recommendation, as they have 
insisted others should follow his recommendations in respect to 
other matters, and not oppose this appropriation in this instance. 
In his last message the President said: 


The Pan-American Exposition at Buffalo has just closed. Both from the 


industrial and the artistic standpoint this exposition has been in a high de- 


gree creditable and useful, not merely to Buffalo, but to the United Stites. 
The terrible tragedy of the President’s assassination interfered mater ally 
with its being a financial success. Theexposition was peculiarly in harmony 
with the trend of our public policy, because it er a an effort to bring 
into closer touch all the peoples of the Western Hemisphere, and give them 
an increasing sense of unity. Such an effort was a genuine service to the 
entire American public. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, we should recognize that fact. We do 
recognize the fact that the exposition was a success in every way 
except financially, and that its financial failure was due largely, 
if not entirely, to the great calamity that occurred there on the 
6th day of September last, and inasmuch as the entire appropro- 
priation goes, not to those interested in the exposition, but to 
innocent contractors who otherwise must sustain the entire loss, 


| I think the appropriation should be made, and I shall vote for 


it. [Applause. } 
Mr. ALEXANDER. 
New York [Mr. Ryan]. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will concur in 
this amendment. The Pan-American Exposition certainly bene- 
fited the trade and commerce of the nation, and it received no 
governmental aid. True, the Government made an exhibit there, 
but the $4,800,000 necessary to build and open the fair was sub- 
scribed by the people of Buffalo and vicinity. The fair opened; 
it was a success up to that day in September when the country 


I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
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was shocked by the news of the terrible tragedy of the assassina- 
tion of the President of the United States. From that time, as 
has been shown, the attendance fell off and the exposition suffered 
a great loss. 

There is no doubt as to this proposition. The liabilities of this 
fair in bonds and stock that fell as a direct loss on the citizens of 
Buffalo amount to $2,300,000. For that no relief isasked; but we 
do ask that $500,000 be appropriated to pay amounts due to con- 
tractors for losses sustained by furnishing labor, material, and 
supplies to run this exposition. There is no hope for those people 
except through Congress, and as the failure was due to the terri- 
ble tragedy, we hope the House will concur in this amendment. 
I wish to appeal to members on this side of the Chamber to sup- 
port this measure. [Applause. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I will ask unanimous consent 
that the time of the gentleman from New York |Mr. ALExan- 
DER] be extended for five minutes and that my own time be ex- 
tended five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that the time of the gentleman from New York be ex- 
tended five minutes and that his own time also be extended five 
minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I now yield one minute to the gentleman 
from New Jersey |[Mr. FowLER]. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me as though this 
was a moral obligation of the Government. I know the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] will represent the Government 
as its special attorney to protect the Treasury, but, gentlemen, 
there are obligations in this world that rise higher than the obli- 
gations that may bear your signature; obligations that rest upon 
the citizens of a community in which they live more binding upon 
them even than written obligations which they can enter into. 
When we recall the facts surrounding the exposition, the fact that 
these people did everything in their power, that it was a remark- 
able exhibition, and that everybody who went to it was surprised 
at every detail, it is reasonable to suppose that, as a business en- 
terprise, it would have met their expectations but for the assassi- 
nation in the early part of September of President McKinley, 
which was one of the most shocking and one of the saddest trage- 
dies in all the world’s history. I believe that here is an occasion 
where we are under a moral obligation outstripping, in its poten- 
tial force upon us, any written obligation we might have, and 
therefore I am going to vote for this measure. [Applause. ] 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Foster]. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I believe that this Sen- 
ate amendment should be adopted. The President of the United 
States in his message to Congress at the beginning of this session, 
speaking of this exposition, said: 

Such an effort was a genuine service to the entire American public. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, if the Pan-American Exposition was an 
‘effort’? which ‘*was a genuine service to the entire American pub- 
lic,” then this appropriation of $500,000 isa meritorious one; and 
it seems to me that considerations of simple, absolute, and inde- 
pendent justice to the people who have in good faith furnished 
material and rendered services in the construction of the build- 
ings of this exposition would prompt the passage of this amend- 
ment. 

Mr, 


7 Speaker, I hope the appropriation will pass. [Applause.] 
r. 


ALEXANDER. I yield one minute tothe gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Morris]. 

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Speaker, this proposed appropriation stands 
upon a different footing from any similar one that has ever been 
before us. When this appropriation was first suggested, it was 
my idea that it should not be adopted. But after going over the 
facts with the gentleman from New York [Mr. ALEXANDER] and 
with my colleague [Mr. Tawney], the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Arts and Expositions, it seemed to me that it ought to be 
adopted. AsI have just said, it stands on an entirely different 
footing from any similar appropriation, and for that reason I 
shall vote for it. The figures show that after the assassination of 


President McKinley the receipts at that fair, instead of increas- | 


ing, as they had done at every similar exposition, decreased for 
the months of September and October. 
| Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. 
The SPEAKER. One minute and a half. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to my 
colleague [Mr. SULZER]. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, all I desire to say in that minute 
this: In my opinion, if it had not been for one of the saddest 
tragedies in American history the Pan-American Exposition 
would have been a financial success. In an educational way it 
was a success. In the last Congress the Senate passed an appro- 
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Speaker, how much time have I left? 
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priation of $500,000 for the Pan-American Exposition. That ap- 
propriation failed in this House. I voted for it then and will vote 
for it now, and I think that we ought to adopt this amendment. 
This money will go to pay poor people all over this country—peo- 
ple that can ill afford to lose their wages, and to pay for necessary 
materials furnished. For many reasons not necessary now for 
me to state it is my judgment that this appropriation should pass. 
It is an equitable and ethical question and we should meet it in 
a broad and liberal spirit. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I yield the residue of my time to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the appeal that comes to us 
to give relief to the pan-American enterprise comes with special 
force to the people of Ohio. I only speak as one representative 
Waiving every technical question and every tech- 
nical argument, I am willing to cast my vote in favor of this ap- 
propriation. . 

I do not stop to consider its legal aspects nor the details which 
grow out of it. Coming from Ohio, as a single representative of 
that State on this floor, I can not refuse to bow my head to the 
force of the arguments presented by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. ALEXANDER]. 

Mr. CANNON, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HEMENWAY]. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, if I believed that the assas- 
sination of President McKinley at Buffalo was the cause of this 
deficiency, I would support the amendment. But I do not be- 
lieve it. The receipts before and after that date do not demon- 
strate it. On the contrary, they show that very little decrease 
occurred in the receipts. 

And I do not concede what the gentleman from Minnesota 
says—that the exposition was satisfactory to the people of the 
United States. The people that came back from Buffalo in Au- 
gust denied it. They did not encourage their neighbors to visit 
the Buffalo Exposition. I am reasonably certain that had not the 
President been assassinated at Buffalo the Buffalo people would 
have been here asking for this appropriation to make good their 
deficiency. 

Did the Government ask them to hold this exposition? No; 
but Buffalo, as an advertisement to the city, asked that this expo- 
sition be held. They came and asked Congress for $500,000 to be 
expended in the way of an exhibit. They said they would not 
ask for any more money, but came asking for more money, and 
come now again asking for more money. How about Charles- 
ton? Why, if this amendment is agreed to you have got to pay 
Charleston’s debt of $160,000. What did they say on this floor 
about Charleston when, in answer to my question when they were 
asking for $90,000, upon what that request was based? They said 
upon a promise of the President of the United States. The Presi- 
dent could not deny it. They said it was based upon a promise 
made by William McKinley, and every man who knew William 
McKinley and knew of his service on this floor knows that he was 
careful to make no promises that he was not authorized by law to 
make; yet they came with that plea and got from Congress $90,000 
for Charleston, and when that $90,000 passed I asked Mr. Elliot 
this question: 
srropriated whether that will 


I would ask the gentleman if this $90,000 is ap} 
le Way of appropriation from 


be all that the Charleston Exposition willaskint 
the General Government? 

Mr. Ev.ietrT. Every dollar. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Every dollar? 

Mr. ELLioTtT. Yes, every dollar; not a cent more. 


Yet in this bill there is an amendment placed there on the 
Senate side granting $160,000 more for Charleston, and if you 
Is this 
Government under obligations greater to Buffalo or Charleston 
than their own State? Why, they say that under the constitu- 
tion of New York Buffalo’s debt can not be paid. The constitu- 
tion of New York is all right. Can you, under the Constitution 
of the United States, make good to these contractors their loss at 
Buffalo? If so, why could we not, in the construction of every 
public building in the United States, make good the losses of 
some poor contractor who has taken a contract to build for less 
than the amount the building cost him? 

I believe if the Congress of the United States to-day fixes this 


precedent, that we will regret it many times in the future. If 
we are going to guarantee to every city that seeks to advertise 


itself by an exposition, that the Government will make good her 
losses, then I say that we are making a bad break in this House 
to-day. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] will show 
what the receipts were at Buffalo before and after the assassina- 
tion of the President; he will show the comparison made by Pres- 
ident Milburn himself, and to the mind of any reasonable man it 
will be demonstrated that the Buffalo exposition did not lose to 
exceed $50,000 because of the assassination of President McKin- 
ley. I yield back such time as I have not used. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. fact is that that awful tragedy at Buffalo has been made use of 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading | for many, many unbecoming purposes. I think that we are ap- 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- | proaching the sacreligious when, under the shadow of that awful 
ment bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: tragedy, an attempt is made to loot the Federal Treasury, [Ap- 


H. R. 303. An act for the relief of Sol Bear & Co.; plause.| . . : 
H. R. 11171. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Nalley; Mr. CANNON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 


H. R. 11987. An act relating to transportation of dutiable mer- | Alabama | Mr. Richarpson}. 7 
chandise at subports of Tae and Seattle, State of Washington; | Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I think that 
H. R. 15270. An act to amend an act entitled “‘An act author- | Upon a bill of this character every Representative on this floor 
izing the Aransas Harbor Terminal Railway Company to con- | Ought to express his opinion freely, uninfluenced by his personal 
struct a bridge across the Corpus Christi channel, known as the friendships. The gentleman from New York | Mr. McCLELLAN] 
Morris and Cummings ship channel, in Aransas County, Tex.;’’ said that the New York delegation were solid for this appropria- 
H. J. Res. 182. Joint resolution authorizing the Director of the | tion, andI have no doubt that our friends from South Carolina 
Census to compile statistics relating to irrigation; and are equally solid, because they have something for Charleston in 
H. J. Res. 198. Joint resolution giving authority to the Com- | the “same tub.” Now, that is no reason why anyone else out- 
missioners of the District of Columbia,to make special regulations side of these local surroundings should be influenced to vote for 
for the occasion of the Thirty-sixth National Encampment of | this unjust, inequitable, and unprecedented proposition. — 
the Grand Army of the Republic, to be held in the District of What is this proposition, Mr. Speaker, in reality and in fact? 
Columbia in the month of October, 1902, and for other purposes | I read from what the Senate committee said on this subject. 


incident to said encampment. | Excepting through an appropriation from Congress, these liabilities to 
The message also announced that the Senate had still further | yen -_ fhe ye of the peepee nouns to $613,625.10 
allel Pe ‘ . ha > ae an. | (now reduced to $500, ), must remain unpaid, and fall as a heavy loss upon 
insisted upon its amendment to the bill (H. R. 14046) making ap- | jen whoare unable to bear it. 

propriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June : - ; 
30, 1903, and for other purposes, No. 91, disagreed to by the| That simply means that Congress is asked to reimburse a large 
House of Representatives, and agrees to the further conference number of contractors who made an unwise and improvident 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses | Contract and thereby incurred losses. Why I ask should the 
Government pay these unwise contractors? The Government is 


thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hatz, Mr. PERKINs, and Mr. f . . = 
TILLMAN as conferees on the part of the Senate. from no standpoint responsible, nor is the Government a guar- 


Also, that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to the | autor in such Inatters. ; 
bill (H. R. 12805) requiring the Anacostia and Potomac River |_ Why, Mr. Speaker, you have heard that old exclamation, ‘0 
Railroad Company to extend its Eleventh street line, and for other | Liberty! Liberty! how many crimes are committed in thy 
purposes, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and had | name!”’ I have heard on this floor the name of Mr. McKinley 
agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing | invoked over and over again for purposes that it seemed to me 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Ga- | Were unbecoming. It meant simply that the great name and 
LINGER, Mr. HaNsprouGH, and Mr. Martin as conferees on the | memory of Mr. McKinley was invoked to aid the passage of cer- 
part of the Senate. | tain doubtful measures. But I say that this is the most unique 
Also, that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee | Proposition under which his name is invoked, for the purpose of 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the | Making the calamity that was national in its character redound 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3690) for the relief | to the pecuniary benefit of the contractors of that enterprise. _ 
of Jacob Hanger. | The sole basis of this claim is that Mr. McKinley was assassi- 
Also, that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee | nated on the 6th of September, 1901, during the Pan-American 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the | Expositionat Buffalo. Noequity, no justice, in the claim—merely 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14046) making ap- | that Mr. McKinley lost his life there, and this kept people from 
propriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June | attending the exposition. This is all there is in it. ; 
30, 1903, and for other purposes. Now, Mr. Speaker, what reason is there that anyone on this 
floor has given for this appropriation? No legal and no equitable 





GEEERAL SESRENOL APES Sad. | reason; and I ask gentlemen on this side of the House to consider 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the | this suggestion. We, as loyal Democrats, have lustily proclaimed 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. | for years that we were in favor of an economical administration of 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I want only time enough to re- | public affairs and that we were earnestly opposed to useless and 
cord my protest against this proposed legislation. I want to say | unnecessary expenditures of public money. Under our cardinal 
that in all the time I have had the honor to serve in this House I | Democratic doctrine, what excuse can any Democrat give his con- 
have never known a more preposterous proposition. What is | stituents for putting his hand into the Treasury of the United 
the proposition? The proposition is to take $500,000 out of the | States and taking out this $500,000, without equity, without law, 
Federal Treasury and place it in the hands of a private individual | and without reason, and paying it to those men who have been 
to pay the debts of 2 New York corporation. Now, what are the | so unfortunate as to lose on their contracts? 





circumstances? The city of Buffalo, some two or three years ago,| Mr. Speaker, all over this country when the sad announcement 
desirous of exploiting its fame and bringing money to the pock- | was made that President McKinley had been stricken down, men 
ets of its citizens, undertook an exposition. who were engaged on public contracts, men who were keeping 

Certain of the citizens became incorporated under ‘the laws of | stores, men who are engaged in every pursuit suspended their 
New York as a private corporation, known as the Buffalo Expo- | business, and people stood almost paralyzed for forty-eight hours, 


sition Society. Thereupon they came down to Congress and | neglecting their daily business and pursuits. These men who 
asked Congress to pass a law calling upon the President of the | abandoned temporarily their contracts on public buildings, who 
United States to extend an invitation to all Pan-American coun- | closed their stores and gathered around bulletin boards awaiting 
tries to come to Buffalo. Therefore, now they would say that | the news, if you go into the moral question, have the same right 
because of that legislation this was a national project. On the | to demand payment for the damages and losses that they incurred 
other hand, I assert that it was simply a privateenterprise. They | that these contractors at Buffalo have. Iam utterly opposed to 
came to Congress again and got an appropriation of $500,000,and | such legislation. The fact is that the public business of the 
after having had that appropriation they came back to Congress | whole country suffered losses to the amount of millions untold 


again and asked for $500,000 more. | by the commercidl paralysis that Mr. McKinley’s assassination 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, they never got a dollar through | created. 
appropriations from the Federal Government. {Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. DALZELL. I stand on the assertion that I make, and the Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
record will bear me out. Theycame back and asked for $500,000 | tleman from Georgia [Mr. BarTLETT]. th 
more. The Senate put an amendment on the bill giving the Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to occupy the brie! 
$500,000. This House by a large vote recorded its protest against | time that has been yielded to me simply to say that I do not con- 
the giving of that money, and it was not given. Now they come | ceive that there is any justice or equity in the claim made to pay 
back here and ask us for that money. I do not care whether the | the Buffalo Exposition Company the amount asked here, or any 
attendance at the exposition was greater in August or in Septem- | amount, upon the grounds that they allege as reasons why they 
ber. Ido not care to argue the question as to what was the cause | are entitled toit. I desire to call the attention of the Democrats 
of the failure of this enterprise. The simple fact is that a private | on this side the aisle who propose to make assaults upon the ad- 
enterprise undertook a venture, and now they ask when that ven- | ministration of affairs in this Congress, that has appropriates 
ture has failed that the United States shall make good their loss. | nearly $785,000,000 out of the public Treasury for the next yeer, 
That is the simple proposition. I can not see that the death of | this session reaching almost to a billion-dollar session, to the fact 
President McKinley had anything whatever to do with it. The ' that it will not lie in their mouths when they are called upon now 
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to stand by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations in 
his effort to keep down appropriations and to cut off reckless ex- 
penditures—it will not lie in their mouths to make assaults upon 
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| 


the administration of affairs here if they record their votes in | 


behalf of this measure or the measure for the relief of the Charles- 
ton Exposition Company either. 

I well remember with what care the resolution for the holding 
of this exposition was presented to this House.. I well remember 
that time and time again effort was made to secure unanimous 
consent for the consideration of the proposition to hold this ex- 
position, without success. At first it was said they did not even 
want a Government exhibit, and that amendment was at first 
added to the bill. Finally, the statement was made by the advo- 


cates of the bill that at no time did they expect either to ask for | 


a Government exhibit or a dollar of appropriation. Yet little by 
little they have increased their demands until, having already 
got $500,000, they now propose to ask that we appropriate $500,- 
(00 more. 

It is said that because the greatest tragedy of the century 


occurred at Buffalo we are therefore called upon to pay to those | 


people out of the Treasury the money that they ask for. Why, 
| well remember that in the great metropolis of this country, New 
York City, on the day on which the President was shot, on the 
day on which he died, and on the day upon which he was buried, 
in that great city every store and every place of business was 
closed. They did this not for the purpose of gain, not that they 
expected to ask Congress or anyone else to recompense them, but 


they did it all over this country to show their respect, their love, | 


and the honor that they paid the great Chief Magistrate of this 
country who had been so ruthlessly stricken down. They did it, 


not for the purpose of being paid any money, but they did it for | 


that which is far above money and without price. 
{Here the hammer fell. | 
Mr. CANNON. 
Wisconsin [Mr. BARNEY]. 


Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I have always much doubted the | 
wisdom of es the money of the Government for ex- | I 
ind, whether at Chicago, Omaha, or anywhere | 


positions of this 
else, and have uniformly voted against them. 


yurpose, 

But this proposition does not have even the merit of an original 
appropriation to an exhibition of this character. 
proposition to make the Government the guarantor for the debts 
of such an enterprise when it proves insolvent, and has no merit 
whatever in law or equity. 

It will establish a dangerous precedent for Congress which is 
liable to cost us millions of dollars hereafter. 

It has been claimed here in support of this amendment that 
this enterprise at Buffalo was of a national character. 
that proposition. It was a private enterprise, pure and simple. 
It was gone into by the people of Buffalo for the purpose of mak- 
ing money. They did not go into it for their health, nor for the 
benefit of the whole country. It was as much a private enter- 
prise as any other great business undertaking in this country. 
It has been said in support of this amendment that this exposi- 
tion was closed four days, and thereby they lost money. Is it 
not true that every place of business all up and down this coun- 
7 4 closed for one day during the funeral of our beloved 

resident? 

If we should grant this relief that is sought to these people, is 
there good reason why every one who lost money thereby should 


not come in and ask Congress to give them money to make up for | 
their loss as for this exposition company? They have quite as | 


good reason to come and ask the Government to make up for the 
loss all over the country caused by this sad occurrence and which 
produted a general stagnation of business. Millions of men were 
turned out of employment and millions of money lost in various 
ways. I presume that if we could make a fair estimate, this 
country lost $100,000,000 by reason of this great catastrophe. 
{f you pay this claim, then similar claims might just as reason- 
ably come up from other parts of the country, and which, in 
my judgment, would be entitled to as much consideration as this. 
m Mr. CANNON, I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
ennessee, 
Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Speaker, this is an appeal to Congress 
on sentiment. It is a proposition, pure and simple, to pay the 
losses of a private corporation in the State of New York. There 
1s an effort here to dignify this side show into a national enter- 
prise. But it is a purely private corporation, and these debts are 
owed alone by that corporation. It is true that they applied 
here for aid from the General Government to carry on this expo- 
‘ition, and the refusal to give them that aid was a notification to 
them that the Government took no part in it. 
Mr. Speaker, I was sorry to hear the gentleman from New York 
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arise in his place and say that the New York delegation was a 
unit in supporting this proposition. It occurs to me that that 
is as much as to say that the united delegation believe that there 
is no limit upon the power of Congress in the expenditure of pub- 
lic money, or else the sentiment is still prevalent in New York 
that so small a thing as the Constitution ought not to be allowed 
to stand between friends. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a false argument presented here, that be- 
cause the President of the United States was assassinated in that 
city there arose an obligation upon the part of this Government 
to pay the debts of that institution. The gentleman from Minne- 
sota |Mr. TAWNEY] even goes so far as to say that because this 
institution was closed for four days after the death of Mr. Mc- 
Kinley, and because in closing this institution for the purpose of 





| showing their respect to the President of the United States they 


lost money, that we ought to pass this appropriation. Thisisa 
| strange kind of argument to present tothis House. Itisan effort 


| to measure the highest and holiest sentiment of the human heart 


Ido not believe | 
we have any right to vote away the people’s money for any such | 


It is simply a | 


I deny | 


by the standard of a money value. 

Mr. CANNON, I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]. 

Mr.SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New Jersey 
{[Mr. FOWLER] says that there is a moral obligation on the country 
| to reimburse the Pan-American Exposition for this loss. He did 
not say that that moral obligation extended to South Carolina and 
its exposition. He did not tell us whether it went beyond that, 
and would lodge upon the country the obligation to pay the losses 
of all county fairs throughout the country. I presume that for 
the purpose of passing this bill the obligation does extend to 
South Carolina and will be recognized to-day, at least upon the 
first vote. Gentlemen of this House have signified their intention 
| of voting for this bill upon a rising vote, but declare their inten- 
| tion torenege when it comes to a record vote. I would like to ask 


I yield two minutes to the gentleman from | them how in conscience they can support on a rising vote what 


| they are not willing to support on a record vote? 
Mr. CANNON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 


owa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I think that the gentleman 
from Buffalo evinced large sympathy for his own people and this 
great enterprise of theirs which was not a success. ° Still sympa- 
| thizing with him, and with my people in our similar enterprise 
| that was not a success, I therefore want to ask him if he would 
be willing to modify his motion so as to concur with an amend- 
| ment making an appropriation to the Clarinda Chautauqua Asso- 
| ciation of $100, the result of losses for which we were not respon- 
sible and for which this Government in part was? 

Mr. LESSLER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr: HEPBURN. ‘“ The gentleman from Iowa” can not yield 
to a New York man. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, we are trying to carry out a national purpose, 
| the education of the masses. We recognize the fact that as edu- 
cation is disseminated the stability of our institutions are made 
more certain through the growing wisdom of the electors 
{laughter}, and therefore we had instituted this association, and 
we had secured the services of that eminent stateman and phi- 
losopher from Missouri, and another from Indiana; and they 
were to have a joint debate. Everybody likes a contest of that 
kind, 

The whole people of our country had gathered there to hear 
that debate. We would have made money out of it; but the 
Weather Bureau had failed to foretell the weather that there was 
| to be on that day. The Government was derelict, it had not done 
its duty, and the storm came and the people were driven from 
the somewhat insecure place where we desired to hold that joint 
debate into the only building—into the largest one we had—and 
instead of having the contributions of 4,000 people who would 
have been there to gather wisdom from those statesmen, not 
more than 600 of them could crowd into the house. Ought notthe 
Government to make that loss good? [Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Can it be that this Goverment, that estab- 
lishes a Weather Bureau for which we pay millions of dollars to 
disseminate information as to what the weather is and will be, 
can permit these losses to be incurred and then not reimburse the 
citizens who were thus defrauded of their money? [Laughter 
and applause. | , = 

Mr. ALEXANDER (while Mr. Hersurn was closing). We 
would not be here if it was on account of a whirlwind or an 
earthquake or an eruption. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, can not I be protected from 
this earthquake or storm of interruptions? [Laughter. | 





The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York must not 
undertake to speak without first obtaining permission of the gen- 
tleman who occupies the floor. 
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Mr. ALEXANDER. I rose, Mr. Speaker, to ask a question. 
TheSPEAKER. But the gentleman from Iowa had not yielded. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I had already said, Mr. Speaker, that I would 
not-yield to a gentleman from New York. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to 


me now? 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, if the House will bear with me 
for a very few moments, I will conclude this discussion and ask 
for a vote. In 1898 the gentleman from New York [Mr. ALEx- 
ANDER] succeeded in passing through Congress a bill removing 
the duties upon articles intended for the Buffalo Exposition, in 
which it was expressly stipulated, and he was held up at that 
time for that purpose, that the United States does not assume 
any liability of any kind whatever, and does not become respon- 
sible, etc., to anybody. That is the substance of it. 


pledge. 


Now,then, in the Fifty-fifth Congress, in 1899, this child that | 
was born had grown, under the tutelage of my genial friend rep- 


resenting the district, into a strong, lusty lad, and it was here all 
that session. The gentleman from Buffalo, who I honor for 
representing his constituency, as in all other propositions, was in- 
sistent, in season and out of season; by day and by night. In the 


last days of that session of Congress, the very last day, he suc- | 


ceeded in getting the House to concur with the Senate for $500,000 
for a Government exhibit, away over the ordinary amount for 
the side shows. 

1 did not have the honor to vote upon that proposition. I sup- 
posed it was *‘ scotched.’’ I would have been glad to have voted 
against it, but, as a servant of the House, I was performing 
duties as one of its conferees. I think it would have passed, be- 


cause my friend from New York is so industrious and so plaus- | 


ible. It did pass, and then came the pledge, and just let me read 
you a part of it in the gentleman’s own words: 

We come not asking Congress one dollar for an appropriation to carry on 
or to pay the expenses of this exposition. We propose to pay that ourselves. 
We simply want Congress to make it possible for the Government of the 
United States to put an exhibit of its own there. 

Now, on that pledge we sinned again. Now, do you not think 
you are estopped from coming here again? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Will the gentleman allow me to answer? 

Mr. CANNON. No; I have not the time. I will say that the 
gentleman is estopped. 

But, Mr. Speaker, that is not all. 
little joker—the exposition and not my friend—comes again. 


President McKinley was then in fuil life, and nobody dreamed | 
It could | 


that he was to be assassinated, and how did he come? 
not get a standing in this House, but in the Senate it was har- 


nessed to the appropriation for St. Louis, for which a law had | 


been passed under the lead of the gentleman from Minnesota. 
It was harnessed onto that, and as part and parcel of it were two 
propositions—Buffalo $500,000 more, and South Carolina a consid- 
erable sum, amount not recollected. It was put in as one amend- 


ment. There were tears in the voice of my genial friend on that 
occasion. 
The House voted and voted again, and the Senate was com- 


pelled to recede, and the amendment was modified, cutting off 
Buffalo and cutting off South Carolina. 
not have foreseen when he wanted that $500,000 that the receipts 
would fall off, as he claimed, on account of the death of Presi- 
dent McKinley. 
then that thus far shalt thou go, and no further. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Will the gentleman permit an interrup- 
tion now? 

Mr. CANNON. I have not the time. 


I can not. The exposi- 


tion began, and it took something like $9,000,000 of receipts, or a | 


little less than that. 
ceipts 
to pay $2,500,000 of the first-mortgage bonds to their own people. 
What a court of equity might do, if it were properly brought be- 
fore it, to pay these expenses before the first-mortgage bonds were 
paid I do not know; it has never been brought before it. 

What next? The gentleman says the President's decease 
brought disaster. I challenge his statement. I have got it all 
here. The receipts in September were $1,167,000; in August, 
$1,262,000; in October, $1,353,000, an increase of receipts in Octo- 


The expenditures were more than the re- 


ber over September, the month after the President’s death, of 16 | 


per cent,in round numbers. The increase of receipts for a simi- 
lar period at Philadelphia was 9 per cent. 

It is a pretense. I am justified in saying that in view of the 
fact that the gentleman was as strenuously knocking at our doors 
iast March for this $500,000 as he is now. 

Now, let us see how much equity there is in this proposition. 
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There it | 
was born, and it was born under those conditions and under that | 


A year ago last March the | 








The gentleman could | 


He was turned down and served with notice | 


They owe people $500,000, but they have taken good care | 
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The gentleman from Indiana said that it was well that the con- 
stitution of New York prohibits the State of New York from 
coming to the rescue of Buffalo. Yet, gentlemen, while we have 
the mere power to vote this amount out of the Treasury to pay 
these creditors, in good morals and in the performance of our duty 
can any man rise in his place and say that he believes he per- 
forms it when he so votes? 

There is no express provision, perhaps, in the Constitution of 
the United States forbidding an appropriation of this kind. But 
I am here to say that the fathers who made that Constitution and 
all the great parties from that time to this would not have been 
willing to come within a thousand miles of putting into any of 
their platforms a proposition to pay the debts of failing creditors 
of a private corporation. 

Now, one word in conclusion. Who are these men? I have 
their names here covering seven pages. Here is an item for a tel- 
egraph company, another for a telephone company, another for 
rent, another for money due to contractors, scattered in various 
portions of the country, principally in New York, but some in 
Ohio, some in Illinois. I tell you, gentlemen, if you are going 
into the business of making contractors whole there are some poor 
men in my district who took improvideat contracts and haye 
never got their money. 

Let me go one step further. We know that there is an estimate 
before this House and a memorial from the laboring men engaged 
on the Government Printing Office building, proposing that they 
be paid three or four days’ wages because their work was sus- 
pended on account of the death of William McKinley. Do you 
know that there were three or four or five days in a week, on 
the average, when 80,000,000 people in the aggregate suspended 
their ordinary occupations because of that tragedy? Who makes 
good to them the hundreds of millions of loss? Are we going to 
do it out of the Treasury? In equity they are more entitled to 
it than these contractors, and telegraph companies, and telephone 
companies, and lessors—more entitled to relief from the Treasury. 
Are you going to relieve them? Nay, nay; you are going to turn 
around and tax them to relieve—whom? Men of full age, men 
who traded with their eyes open, men who worked for a profit, 
men who failed to collect their debts in full. I do not believe 
this is good policy; I do not believe we have any right to do it. 

Now, one further word. 

Mr, ALEXANDER. Will the gentleman allow me one word? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I have not the time. 

Mr. ALEXANDER, But youinterrupted me four or five times. 
I merely wanted—— 

Mr. CANNON. Well, be qu ck. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Imerely wanted to remark that the items 
for rent, restoration of grounds, and other things that you have 
read here are left out in this amendment of the Senate. It is not 
the amendment that you think it is. 

Mr. CANNON. Then you have too much money appropriated 
here, 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Those items are all left out in the Senate 
amendment. It contains nothing for rent. 

Mr. CANNON. Here are items of rent for private parties. 
But suppose the gentleman’s suggestion is correct; what differ- 
ence does it make to whom the money goes? You made the ven- 


ture. You are paid substantially in full on your first-mortgage 
bonds. You took good care of that. 


Now, allow me to say to my good friend—he is a geod repre- 
sentative of the great, rich city of Buffalo—there is no district in 
the United States that gets so much public appropriation or is 
entitled to so much, but let me say to him that if he will be one- 
half as industrious in the city of Buffalo for one week in calling 
together 5,000 of its splendid citizens and presenting this matter 
to them, they will pay these contractors and others the $500,000, 

Now, gentlemen, one word in conclusion. St. Louis is prepar- 
ing to hold an exposition. I trust it will be a success. Are we 
to say to her that if it is not a success we will underwrite the 
venture? South Carolina, estopped this session of Congress from 
asking anything more, is here applying for $160,000 more; another 
case of underwriting. And on this question of expositions, if we 
do not call a halt it will run to State fairs and county fairs; the 
United States will go regularly into the show business; and a 
little later on we shall be buying some Buffalo Bill Wild West 
Show! [Laughter and applause. } we 

Mr. Speaker, there is no time so good to refrain from sinning 
as the time before you have sinned. : 

Mr. SIMS. Is it not a fact that the World’s Fair at Chicago 
lost money on account of the death of Carter Harrison, the mayor 
of that city? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; they lost largely for that and other rea- 
sons. Philadelphia lost also on the Centennial Exposition. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But Philadelphia paid back every dollar that 
the Government voted. 








1902 


CONGRESS 





IONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


7685 





Mr. CANNON, 


Nevertheless, that exposition was a loss as a 
venture; and for many years they talked about having the Gov- 


ernment pay the loss; but the Government never did. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I am ready for a vote on this question, and | 
I will ask this House here and now not to enter upon the wrong | 
much trouble and expense if it refuses to so | 


road. 
travel. 


It will save 
[ Applause. ] 
The SPEAKER, 


agree to the same. 


“Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas and 


nays. 
The y 


Acheson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Ball, Del. 
Bartholdt, 
Bingham, 
Bishop, 
Blackburn, 
Bowie, 
Breazeale , 
Bristow, 
Burk, 
Burke, 
Burleigh, 
Burnett, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 

sel, 
nry, 
mobs, 
‘urrier, 
arragh, 
lavey, La. 
ar idson, 
avis, Fla. 
) 
) 
) 


PB: 

B 

Be 

Bel 
Benton, 

Be we rsock, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 
B rkett, 
Burleson, 
Burton, 
Candler, 
Capron, 
Conner, 
Cowherd, 
Cy m er, 
Cu 
Gushenadl 
Dahle, 
Dalzell, 
Dayton, 

De Armond, 
Dinsmore, 
D cherty, 


Adamson, 
Ball, Tex. 
Bankhead, 


} 
2 yussard, 
rundidge, 
; 1 


‘aldwell, 
singham, 
ton, 
«chran, 
onnell, 
ney, 

r, Tex, 
) iss Wis 


reamer, 
re owls ay, 
rt 


umpacker, 





S. Dak. 


vas taken; 


as and nays were ordered. 
The question 
answered *‘ present ”’ 


YEAS—120. 
Draper, Knapp, 
Driscoll, Kyle, 
Eddy, Lamb, 
Emerson, Lessler, 
Feely, Lewis, Ga. 
Finley, Loudenslager, 
Fitzgerald, Lovering, 
Fletcher, Mc/ Andrews, 
Floc dd, McCle ary, 


Foster, Il. 
Fowler, 
Gibson, 
Gill, 
Goldfogle, 
Greene, Mass. 
Griffith, 
Grosvenor, 
Hall, 
Hamilton, 
Hanbury, 
Haskins, 
Hedge, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hildebrant, 
Howard, 
Howell, 
Jack, 
Johnson, 
Joy, 

Kern, 


McClellan, 
McDermott, 
McLachlan, 
Mahoney, 
Martin, 
Maynard, 
Meyer, La. 
Mickey, 
Minor, 
Mondell, 
Moody, N.C. 
Moody, Oreg. 
Morgan, 
Morris, 
Moss, 

Mudd, 
Naphen, 
Nevin, 
Newlands, 
Olmste 1, 
-atterson, Pa, 


NAYS—101. 


Esch, 
Evans, 
‘leming, 
Foss, 
Fox, 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 
Graham, 
Green, Pa. 
Grow, 
Hemenway, 
Hepburn, 
Hill, 
Holliday, 
Hooker, 
Hughes, 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kehoe, 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Kleberg, 
Kluttz, 
Knox, 


ANSWERED 
Clark, , 
Cousins, 
Foster, Vt. 
Hay, 
Irwin, 


Lacey, 


Lanham, 
Lewis, Pa. 
Little, 
Livingston, 
Lloyd, 
Long, 
McCall, 


Marshall, 
Miers, Ind. 
Miller, 
Moon, 
Needham, 
Neville, 
Otjen, 
Padgett, 
Palmer, 
Pearre, 
Pierce, 
Prince, 
Randell, Tex, 
Reeder, 
Reeves 


Richar “son, Ala. 


Rixey, 
Robinson, Ind. 


“PRESENT ”—20, 


Jenkins, 
Loud, 

Mann, 
Metcalf, 
Shackleford, 


NOT VOTING—109, 


De Graffenreid, 
Douglas, 
Edwards, 
Elliott, 
Foerderer, 
Fordney, 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gilbert, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Glenn, 

Gooch, 
Gordon, 
Griggs, 
Haugen, 
Heatwole, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hitt, 

Hopkins, 
Hull, 

Jackson, Kans. 
Jackson, Md. 
Jett, 

Kahn, 


Ketcham, 
Kitchin, Claude 
Landis, 
Lassiter, 
Latimer, 
zawrence, 
Lester, 
Lever, 
Lindsay, 
Littauer, 
Littlefield, 
Mc ‘ulloch, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Maddox, 
Mahon, 
Mercer, 
Morrell, 
Mutchler, 
Norton, 
Overstreet, 
Parker, 


Patterson, Tenn, 


Pou, 


The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York to recede from amendment No. 8 


and there were—yeas 120, nays 101, 
20, not voting 109; as follows: 


Payne, 

Perkins, 
Powers, Me. 
Pugsley, 

panede ii, La, 
Ray, N. Y. 

ow 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Ryan, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 

Smith, H. ©. 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Sperry, 

Stark, 

Stewart, N. Y. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Tawney, 
Tirrell, 
‘Tompkins, N. Y. 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wilson, 
Wright. 


Shafroth, 
Shattuc, 
Sims, 
Slayden, 
Smith, Ill. 
Smith, Iowa 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Southard, 
Spight, 
Steele, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Swanson, 
Tate, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, Iowa 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss, 
Wooten, 
Zenor. 


Skiles, 
an 
Trimble, 
Wanger, 
Wiley. 


Powers, Mass. 
Reid, 
Rhea, Va. 


Richardson, Tenn. 


Robb, 
Robertson, La. 
Rucker, 
Rumple, 
Ruppert, 
Russell, 
Scarborough, 
Schirm, 
Scott, 
Selby, 
Shallenberger, 
Shelden, 
Sheppard, 
Sherman, 
Small, 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, 8. W. 


Smith’ Wm. Alden 


Stevens, Minn. 
Sutherland, 











and to 


Talbert, Tongue, Weeks, Young 
Tayler, Ohio Underwood, Wheeler, 

Thayer, Vandiver, White, 

Thomas, N.C. Watson, Woods, 


So the motion was agreed to. 


The 


Clerk announced the following pairs: 


For the session: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


METCALF with Mr. WHEELER. 
BOREING with Mr. TRIMBLE, 
YounG with Mr. BEnTonN. 
BULL with Mr. CROWLEY. 


For the balance of the session: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


W ANGER with Mr. ADAMSON, 
ADAMS with Mr. RUCKER. 


STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. VANDIVER. 


From the 28th to the 30th: 


Mr. 


BaTESs with Mr. McRAg. 


Until further notice: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
For 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 
For 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


RUMPLE with Mr. THOMPSON, 

MILLER with Mr. THomas of North Carolina. 
FORDNEY with Mr. BuURGESss. 

MANN with Mr. JETT. 

IRWIN with Mr. Goocu. 

JENKINS with Mr. SmiruH of Kentucky. 
HAUGEN with Mr. LEVER. 

SKILES with Mr. TALBERT. 

STEELE with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 
RUSSELL with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana. 
SHELDEN with Mr. Retr. 

YounG with Mr. Cooney, 

the day: 

FOERDERER with Mr. RuHEA of Virginia. 
McCLeary with Mr. MvuTcHueEer. 
LAWRENCE with Mr. Batu of Texas. 
MORRELL with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

HULu with Mr. Henry of Mississippi. 
HEATWOLE with Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. 
TONGUE with Mr. SCARBOROUGH. 

DovuGLAS with Mr. SMALL. 

Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov, 

TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. GorDON. 

Cousins with Mr. CocHRAN, 

CONNELL with Mr. ELLIotTT. 

Woops with Mr. RuPPERT. 

SHERMAN with Mr. Hay. 

CoRLISS with Mr. GILBERT. 

LANDIS with Mr. CLARK, 

BLAKENEY with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 

KAHN with Mr. BELMONT. 

OVERSTREET with Mr. UNDERWQOD. 
LITTLEFIELD with Mr. 
BROMWELL with Mr. CASsSINGHAM. 

Brick with Mr. BELLAMY. 

Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. BROUSSARD. 
CRUMPACKER with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 
WEEKS with Mr. McLarn, 

SUTHERLAND with Mr. WILEY: 

Wa. ALDEN SmiTH with Mr. Ross. 

Scott with Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. 
ScHIRM with Mr. NorTOoN, 
MAHON with Mr. LINDSAY. 
JACKSON of Maryland with Mr, 
Hitt with Mr. Mappox, 
GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. Epwarbs, 
PoweErs of Massachusetts with Mr. CALDWELL. 
the vote: 

MERCER with Mr. BRANTLEY, 

HopkKINs with Mr. CREAMER. 

BovuTELL with Mr. Jackson of Kansas. 
LITTAUER with Mr. LESTER. 

Loup with Mr. GriaaGs, 


LATIMER. 


Gitutet of New York with Mr. CLAvuDE KITcHIN. 


WATSON with Mr. SHALLENBERGER. 
SAMUEL W. SMITH with Mr. CLAYTON: 
KETCHAM with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

CLARK. Ishould like to inquire if the 


Indiana {Mr. LAnpis] voted? 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. CL 
Mr. 


souri 


| The SPEAKER. 
| Mr. 
The 





He did not. 
ARK. Then I want to vote ** pres 
ADAMS. I should like to ask 
[Mr. Ru ad voted? 

He did not. 
10uld like to vote ‘‘ 


sent. 


ADAMS. Isl 
SPEAKER. 


present.”’ 


RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


gentlem: 


in from 


if the gentleman from Mis- 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania is nct re- 
corded at all, and theréfore he can not vote. 
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Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, for parliamentary reasons, I 
change my vote from *‘ no ’’ to *‘ aye.”’ 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. ALEXANDER and Mr. CANNON rose. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from I[linois. 

Mr. CANNON. I willsay tomy friend from South Carolina 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
New York rise? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman can not take me off the floor. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I desire to make the ordinary motion to 
reconsider, and to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman has not the floor for that pur- 

08e. 

The SPEAKER. 
man from New York has the right to enter that motion now. 

Mr. CANNON. He has the right to enter it now 

The SPEAKER. 
customary—— 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 
take me off the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is in control 
of his amendment. The gentleman from New York moves to 
reconsider the last vote, and that that motion lie on the table. 

Mr. CANNON. 
it is a privileged motion. and according to my recollection can be 


entered at any time within two days as a matter of privilege, yet | 
to have it considered now, before the bill is otherwise disposed of, | 


is to take me off the floor when I am on the floor. Undoubt- 
edly before this matter is concluded we will have the right to 
have a vote upon that motion; but I have been recognized, and 
not even a motion to adjourn could take me off the floor. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. 
ANDER] addressed the Chair; for what purpose the Chair did not 
know. 


he was in time. He was the first one to address the Chair. 
Chair regards the motion as a highly privileged one and believes 
it to be his duty to submit it to the House. 

Mr. CANNON. 
I have been recognized? 

The SPEAKER. 
Iilinois, 
addressing the Chair,and under the custom of the House to allow 


this motion to be made, the Chair thinks he should have recog- | 


nized the gentleman from New York at the time, and did so as 
soon as he knew that thegentleman from New York was making 
this highly privileged motion. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I changed my vote for a parlia- 
mentary reason. I wanted to see whether or not New York 


would keep faith with Charleston, and I will ask the House to | 


give me a yea-and-nay vote after this is disposed of. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves to re- | 
Is | 


consider the last vote, and that that motion lie upon the table. 
there objection? 

Mr. CANNON rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois object? 

Mr. CANNON. I will object, and let it be taken by a vote. 
apprehend the same people will vote the same way. 

The question being taken on the motion to lay on the table the 
motion to reconsider the last vote, it was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on amendment No. 9, 
which the Clerk will report to the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I 


South Carolina Interstate and West Indian Exposition: For the payment 
of legal claims against the South Carolina Interstate and West Indian Expo- 
sition Company for labor, articles, and services rendered to said company 
for the work of said exposition, or for the reimbursement of any officer of 
said company who has advanced money or paid such claims, $160,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary. 


Mr. FINLEY. 

The SPEAKER. 
South Carolina rise? 

Mr. FINLEY. I rise to move that the House recede from its 
disagreement to Senate amendment No. 9, and agree to the same. 

The SPEAKER. Thatis the preferential motion. The gentle- 
man from South Carolina moves that the House recede from 


Mr. Speaker 


its disagreement to amendment numbered 9, and agree to the | 


Same. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, if I can have a yea-and-nay vote, and I 
will ask one-fifth of the members to stand by me for that pur- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The Chair is of the opinion that the gentle- | 


It is a highly privileged motion, and it is | 


It can be entered, but he can not | 


Well, but, Mr. Speaker, I submit that while | 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. ALEx- | 
The Chair recognized the gentleman from Illinois to go | 
on with his bill, but the Chair asked the gentleman from New 

York for what purpose he rose, and then it was discovered that | 
The | 


And that, too, without regard to the fact that | 


rm ’ . . i 
The Chair recognized the gentleman from | 
but the gentleman from New York was first on his feet | 


For what purpose does the gentleman from | 


JUNE 30, 


| pose, I am ready for a vote without any discussion, if that is sat- 

| isfactory to the gentleman. 

| Mr. FINLEY. I would like ten minutes on this. 

| The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield ten minutes to the 

| gentleman from South Carolina? 

| Mr. FINLEY. Well, I will say to the gentleman from Illinois 

| this is a matter of importance to my people in South Carolina, 
and when it comes up, if I were to say nothing 

Mr. CANNON. Well, if the gentleman had his trade as well 

made as I thought probably he had 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the remark of the gentle- 

man from Illinois is not in order. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, out of courtesy to the gentleman I will 
| yield him five minutes, and I would suggest to the gentleman 
| that he come over nearer so that we can hear him. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized for five minutes, 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have listened very attentively to 
| the discussion in reference to the appropriation for the Buffalo 
Exposition. I have endeavored in that time to collate in my mind 
the arguments made in so far as they would apply to South Caro- 
lina. I take it, judging from the remark of the gentleman from 
Indiana, it is alleged that there is no contract on the part of the 
Government, that the exposition is over, and the undertaking a 
financial failure. 

The only grounds upon which an appropriation for an exposi- 
tion can be based is under the general-welfare clause of the Con- 
stitution; and I go further than that, Mr. Speaker, and say that 
when you plant a proposition upon this provision of the Constitu- 
tion it makes no difference whether the benefit arising is before 
the appropriation is made or afterwards. The appropriation can 
just as well be made after the work has been done, after the ex- 
| position has been held, as before. It is not our fault that the 
| appropriation was not made during the Fifty-sixth Congress, 

when an effort was made to secure appropriations for Charles- 
| ton and Buffalo. I supported both. Now, I wish to say that if 
this was the first time that matters like this had been brought 
here I would be against it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman yield to me for one ques- 
tion? 

Mr. FINLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact that a large part of this appro- 
| priation, if made, goes to an officer of the exposition of this com- 
pany who has assumed debts of that company? 

Mr. FINLEY. I will say this to the gentleman, that every 
dollar that is provided here will go to pay for labor and material 
aud for services rendered for the purposes of the Charleston Ex- 
position. 

Mr. TAWNEY. What is the object of this language here—“ or 
for the reimbursement of any officer of said company who has 
| advanced money or paid such claims, $160,000?” 

Mr. FINLEY. Wherever such an advance has been made, the 
| party making those advances stands for the contractors or labor- 
| ers. Now, Mr. Speaker, more than forty times Congress has made 
appropriations like this. It will be urged, andit has been urged, 
that Charleston received $90,000. But that was only for the 
Government exhibit. Not a dollar was appropriated to pay for 
the building in which that Government exhibit was placed, ex- 
| cept that of the Fish Commission, possibly. The building in which 

the Government exhibit was placed at Charleston was provided 
by the exposition company and paid for by that company, and 
part of the money that is sought to be appropriated here goes for 
the purpose of helping pay for that building. So, Mr. Speaker, 
the facts are stated in this amendment: 

For labor, articles, and services rendered to said company for the work 
| of said exposition, or for the reimbursement of any officer of said company 
| who has advanced money or paid such claims. 

Now, when this exposition first started the people of South 
| Carolina understood and believed that they would be treated 
with the same measure of consideration that all other expositions 
had been treated by the Congress of the United States. They 
believed that Congress would not hesitate to appropriate the 
$250,000 asked for. Congress did not give the appropriation, but 
the progress of the work had advanced to such an extent that 
arrangements had been made, plans had been laid, and the peo- 
ple having control of the exposition were compelled to go on; and 
now, to-day, they stand the losers to the extent that they did not 
get the $250,000; and I most emphatically say that if this appro- 
priation is not carried that it will be a discrimination against 
Charleston and the State of South Carolina. The exposition 
which was held there and participated in by many of the States. 
and by the Hawaiians and Cubans as well, will compare favor- 
_ ably with any previous exposition held in this country. ; 

I may say, Mr. Speaker, that any provision that would safe- 

guard this appropriation would be welcomed by myself and my 
colleague {[Mr. Jonnson]. I will insert in my remarks a state- 
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ment taken in 
Congress, secon 
Aid or loans to expositions and expenses of Government exhibits. 


Centennial Exposition, Philadelphia, 1876 (repaid to United 
RR ER dds contins binnton ues 4nd stances adsaudsdecicuassc $1, 500, 000. 00 


art from Senate Report No. 2382, Fifty-sixth 
session: 


I i ns iks datas n olednbcdiowes senvdecthche 
Werte Sate SIOED, BR oie nnd cevence éucccasaceécoccenecé ance 
han nae 
Cincinnati Industrial Exposition, 1884: Government exhibit --..- 
Louisville Southern Exposition, 1884: Government exhibit 
Atlanta Ex ition, 1895: Government exhibit and building 
Nashville, Tenn., Exposition, 1897: Government exhibit and 
building. .-..-...-. weceee wwe sonceccacecesncssscseecoeeces 
Omaha Trans-Mississippi Exposition, 1898: 
NSS OU I sin toniindcnineied engiennso<sadnes 
Philadelphia Sapowtion of American Products, ete 
Toledo Centennial Exposition 
Pan-American Exposition (Buffalo, N.Y.) ................-....... 


578, 500.00 
1, 350, 000. 00 
800, 000. 00 
10,000.00 
10, 000. 00 
200, 000. 00 


130, 000. 00 


Soa em 
250, 000, 00 
500, 000. 00 
500, 000. 00 

5, 628, 500. 00 
5,381, 835. 57 


PO ethane bhibith betininine ats dhe 29> cheek eontindana texts enna 
Appropriations for World's Columbian Exposition 


a =----- Sinsrednecensaynhebcongusbnscdutenenn cuss 11, 010, 385. 57 
Louisiana Purchase Exposition -..........- seeitiee 
For buildings, etc., Louisiana Purchase Exposition 


250, 000. 00 








POR oi vn cckeccdwepnawasiopenstowinn tetocccoordapendanssiecveens 16, 260, 335. 57 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I will take two minutes and then 
ask for a vote. When I was a boy, more years ago than I like to 
acknowledge, and when the old Democratic party was in the sad- 
dle under the leadership of its great men, its Calhouns and others, 
I heard much talk about State rights. I believe in State rights, 
but not State rights gone mad. [Laughter.] Years have passed 
by. I recollect the criticisms that were made upon Congressional 
action away back there. I heard people talk about the cohesive 
power of public plunder. Iexpect some others of you have heard 
that. 

Times have somewhat changed, but I have lived to see the State 
that John C. Calhoun represented, advocate for the strict con- 
struction of the Constitution, come in and strike hands with the 
Empire State, and give sufficient aid and comfort for a solid vote 
to the Representatives of the Empire State to pass this proposition 
that was passed a few moments ago. 

Well, I want to say here and now, that I am against both propo- 
sitions. I was against the New York case with what little voice 
and vote Thad. I am equally against this. But what is the Con- 
stitution—as another eminent son of New York, who is now out 
of Congress, said—‘‘ what is the Constitution betwixt friends?’’ 
{ Laughter. } 

If you take Buffalo—great, powerful, rich, strong—this propo- 
sition in God’s chancery from Buffalo has not as much courage 
as the proposition that comes from Charleston, S. C., which is a 
small city, weak as compared with Buffalo and New York, and 
poor as compared to it in riches. I am against both propositions, 
but I want to state the facts about it. 

I made a motion to reconsider and changed my vote for that 
purpose, with the idea that if this Charleston matter was voted 
down, I would make a motion to reconsider the vote with refer- 
ence to the Buffalo proposition; but my golden-haired friend from 
New York was not to be caught by any such chaff. [Laughter. } 
He is an early bird, and the Speaker ruled it to be privileged. I 
am not quarreling with him or the Speaker. 

Now, you can vote Charleston up or down, as far as I am con- 
cerned; [am going to vote against it. Two wrongs do not make 
a right, but I want the yeas and nays, and if there is one-fifth of 
those who will give them to me, we will let New York show up 


for Charleston as Charleston has shown up for New York. | 


[Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. FinLey], to recede and concur, 
— on that question the gentleman from Illinois asks for the yeas 
and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 71, nays 119, an- 
Swering ** present ’’ 14, not voting 146; as follows: 


YEAS—71. 

Ale ‘x ander, Feely, Loudenslager, Ryan, 

Aplin, Finley, McAndrews, Shattuc, 

Ball, Del, Fitzgerald, McClellan, Showalter, 
singham, Flood, McDermott, Sibley, 
Blackburn, Gibson, McLachlan, Smith, H.C. 
oe Glenn, Mahoney, Southwick, 
Brownlow, Goldfogle, Metcalf, Sparkman, 
paeigh, Griffith, Meyer, La. Stewart, N. Y. 
3urnett, Grosvenor, Mondell, Sulloway, 
Cas sel, Hanbury, Moody, N.C. Sulzer, 
t.assingham, Haskins, Moody, Oreg. Taylor, Ala. 
Cony Henry, Conn. Mutchler, Tompkins, N. Y. 
Cure ier, Howard, Nevin, Tompkins, Ohio 
Davey, La, Johnson, Newlands, Vreeland, 
Dee idson, Knapp, Olmsted, Wachter, 
a k, Lamb, Powers, Me. Wiley, 

i ougherty, Landis, Ransdell, La. Wilson. 

driscoll, Lessler, Ray, N. Y. 


vesdaaskawniccs 





Bartlett, 
Beidler, 
Bell, 
Benton, 
Blakeney, 
Bromwell, 
Brown, 
Brundidge, 


Burke, 8. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burlesor, 
Burton, 
Butler, 


| Candler, 


Cannon, 
Capron, 
Clayton, 
Conner, 
Coombs, 
Crumpacker, 
Cushman, 
Dahle, 
Daizell, 
Darragh, 
Dayton, 

De Armond, 
Dinsmore, 


Adams, 
Adamson, 
Ball, Tex. 
Brick, 


Acheson, 
Allen, Me. 
Babcock, 
Bankhead, 
Bates, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Bishop, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Bristow, 
Broussard, 
Bull, 
Burgess, 
Burk. Pa. 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Clark, 
Cochran, 


| Connell, 





Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Cowherd, 
Creamer, 


|} Cromer, 


Crowley, 
Curtis, 
Davis, Fla. 


De Graffenreid, 


Deemer, 
Douglas, 


NAYS—119. 
Draper, Knox, 
Esch, Kyle, 
Fleming, Lacey, 
Foss, Lanham, 
Fowler, Lewis, Pe, 
Fox, Little, 


Gaines, Tenn, 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 
Graham, 
Green, Pa. 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Hepburn, 

Hill, 

Holliday, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Hughes, 
Jackson, Md. 
Jones, Wash. 
Joy, 

Kehoe, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Kleberg, 
Kluttz, 


ANSWERED * 


Livingston, 
Lloyd, 
Long, 
McCall, 
Mahon, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Maynard, 
Miers, Ind. 
Moon, 
Needham, 
Neville, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Padgett, 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Pearre, 
Perkins, 
Pierce, 
Prince, 
Randell, Tex. 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 


PRESENT ’’—14. 


Emerson, Mercer, 
Hay, Pou, 
Jenkins, Skiles, 
Mann, Thompson, 
NOT VOTING—146. 
Dovener, Latimer, 
Eddy, Lawrence, 
Edwards, Lester, 
Elliott, Lever, 
Evans, Lewis, Ga. 
Fletcher, Lindsay, 
Foerderer, Littauer, 
Fordney, Littlefield, 
Foster, Fil. Loud, 


Foster, Vt. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gilbert, 

Gill, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gooch, 
Gordon, 
Greene, Mass. 
Griggs, 

Hall, 

Haugen, 
Heatwole, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hildebrant, 
Hitt, 

Howell, 

Hull, 

Irwin, 

Jack, 
Jackson, Kans. 
Jett, 

Jones, Va. 
Kahn, 

Kern, 
Ketcham, 
Kitchin, Claude 
Lassiter, 


So the motion of Mr. FINLEY 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
For the session: 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. HALL. 


For this day: 


Lovering, 
McCleary, 
McCulloch, 
McLain, 

McRae, 
Maddox, 
Mickey, 

Miller, 

Minor, 

Morgan, 
Morrell, 

Morris, 

Moss, 

Mudd, 

Naphen, 
Norton, 
Palmer, 
Patterson, Pa. 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Powers, Mass. 
Pugsley, 

Reid, 

Rhea, Va. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Robb, 

Roberts, 
Robertson, La, 
Robinson, Nebr. 


yas rejected. 


Mr. CROMER with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 


On this vote: 


Mr. RoBERTs with Mr. THAYER. 
Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania with Mr. SHAFROTH. 
Mr. Morris with Mr. SELBY. 
Mr. Howe. with Mr. PADGETT. 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. NAPHEN. 

Mr. Minor with Mr. McCuLuLocu. 
Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. LASSITER. 
Mr. JAcK with Mr. KERN. 
Mr. BisHorp with Mr. Rosrnson of Nebraska. 
Mr. Burk of Pennsylvania with Mr. WILLiAms of Mississippi. 
Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. CowHERD. 
Mr. Giiu with Mr. PuGSLEY. 
Mr. Curtis with Mr. Davis of Florida. 

Mr. Evans with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 
Mr. HILDEBRANT with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 
Mr. ALLEN of Maine with Mr. BOWERSOCK. 
Mr. DoOVENER with Mr. ACHESON. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. STARK. 
Mr. BouTe.. with Mr. Jackson of Kansas. 
Mr. Loup with Mr. GRiGGs. 


Richardson, Ala. 
Rixey, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Sims, 
Slayden, 
Smith, Il’, 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, 8. W. 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Southard, 
Spight, 
Steele, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Storm, 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell, 

Van Voorhis, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
Williams, Il. 
Wooten, 
Zenor. 


Trimble, 
Wanger. 


Rucker, 
Rumple, 
Ruppert, 
Russell, 
Scarborough, 
Schirm, 

Scott, 

Selby, 
Shackleford, 
Shafroth, 
Shallenberger, 
Shelden, 
Sheppard, 
Sherman, 
Small, 

Smith, Ky. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Sperry, 

Stark, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Talbert, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tongue, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Wadsworth, 


Weeks, 
Wheeler, 
White 


Williams, Miss. 
Woods, 
Wright, 
Young. 
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Mr. LiITTAUER with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. MERCER with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. KercHaM with Mr. BANKHEAD, 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Gituet of New York with Mr. CLAupE KiTcHIN. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The next question in order is on amendment 
No. 26. Butif there is no objection the Chair. before proceed- 


ing further with these amendments, will recognize the gentle- | 


man from Missouri [Mr. Joy], the acting chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, who wishes to submit an urgent matter. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

TEMPORARY BICYCLE MESSENGERS. 

Mr. JOY. I desire to present, by unanimous consent, a resolu- 
tion which has been referred to the Committee on Accounts, but 
which has not been considered by that committee. As acting 
chairman, I submit it. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of f ' 
and empowered to employ during the remainder of this session of Congress 
three bicycle messengers, for day and night service between the enrolling 
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the House of Representatives be authorized | 


JUNE 30, 


Mr. CANNON. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that this is an 
exceedingly important matter, affecting the welfare of the young- 
est and fairest daughter of our Republic—a group of islands that 
came to us at the beginning of the Spanish war of their own free 

| will. They relinquished sovereignty and became a Territory of 

the United States. They have at present no representative on 

this floor, the delegate from that Territory being absent, and, I 

understand, ill. In the utterance of the few words which I wish 

| to say in behalf of Hawaii in this matter I hope to have the atten- 
tion of the House. 

On the 7th of July, 1898, by the passage of a joint resolution 
of Congress, in conformity with the action of the Hawaiian Goy- 

| ernment, Hawaii became a part of the territory of the United 
States. One of the provisions of that resolution was as follows: 


Until Congress shall provide for the government of such islands all the 
civil, judicial, and military powers exercised by the officers of the existing 
Government in said islands shall be vested in such person or persons and 
shall be exercised in such manner as the President of the United States shal] 
direct; and the President shall have power to remove said officers and fi]] 
the vacancies so occasioned. 


room of the Clerk's oftice and the Government Printing Office, to be paid out | 


of the contingent fund of the House of Representatives, at $5 per day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. As I understand, these 
temporary messengers are provided for only the balance of this 
session. 

Mr. JOY. That is all. 

The resolution was adopted. 

FROM THE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Ps RKI‘SON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed a bill of the follow- 
ing title, in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

S. 6196. An act to regulate the sale of viruses, serums, toxins, 
and analogous products in the District of Columbia, to regulate 
interstate traffic in said articles. and for other purposes. 


MESSAGE SENATE, 


The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the | 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of | 


the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 


(H. R. 8586) amending the act of March 2, 1901, entitled ‘‘An act | 
of the treaty be- | 


~ 


to carry into effect the stipulations of article 7 
tween the United States and Spain, concluded on the 10th day of 
December, 1898.”’ 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles; 

H. R. 14234. An act granting a pension to John Williamson; 

H. R. 13875. An act authorizing the adjustment of rights of 


settlers on the Navajo Indian Reservation, Territory of Arizona; | 


H. R. 10321. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
A. Phelps; and 

H. R. 2494. An act for allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MONDELL. I move that the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate No. 26, and agree to 
the same. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the amendment ought to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Territory of Hawaii: To pay in part the awards rendered under an act of 
the legislative assembly of the Territory of Hawaii by the fire claims com- 
mission of that Territory for property destroyed in the suppression of the 
bubonic plague in said Territory in the years 1899 and 1900, $1,000,000. And 

rovernor and secretary of said Territory are hereby authorized to issue 

bonds of that Territory in such sum, not exceeding $500,000, as, together 

h the money hereby appropriated, may be sufficient to pay all of said 

i Said bonds shall be payable in gold coin of the United States of 

rica of the present standard weight and fineness, shall bear interest at 

the rate of 4 per cent per annum, payable semiannually, and be redeemable 

in not less than five years and payable in not more than fifteen years from 
the date of issuance. 

The principal and interest of all bonds shall be exempt from any and all 
taxes, and the payment thereof shall constitute a charge on the revenues of 
the Territory of Hawaii. Said bonds shall be sold at not less than their face 
value, and the proceeds thereof shall be applied to the payment of the 
awards resaid and to no other purpose, ant they shall be of such form 
and denominations and be issued and sold under such rules and regulations 
as the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe 
ehall 
shall any attorney or agent be entitled to charge, 
rectly, or indirectly, more than 10 per cent upon the amount recovered as 
ation for services or labor of any kind or character in the prosecu- 
tion or establishment of the claim, and in casesof contracts or agreements 
providing for payment of less than 10 per cent the payment shall not be in- 
‘ above the percentage so agreed upon. 

» any such award shall be paid hereunder, the governor of said Terri- 
nust certify that the same is genuine and was duly rendered in pursu- 
»f the act of the legislative assembly of the Territory; and the payment 


compen 


lands against said Territory or the United States on account of any 
property destroyed in the said suppression of the bubonic plague. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. 


or cen 


shi _ Under no circumstances | 
any claimant, or anyone claiming through him, be required to pay, nor | 
demand, or receive, di- | 


i awards shall be in full satisfaction and discharge of any and all claims | 


After the passage of this resolution all of the civil, military, 
and judicial authority exercised in Hawaii was exércised under 
| and by virtue of that resolution, by and through the President of 
the United States; and every officer of Hawaii was a Federal 
officer: and every act of every Federal officer of the Territory of 

Hawaii was an act of the Executive of the United States. 

On the 12th of December, 1899, following the resolution of an- 

| nexation, the bubonic plague broke out with great violence in 

Honolulu, the capital of the islands. It was exceedingly im- 
portant, not only for Hawaii but for the United States as well, 

that this epidemic be stamped out at once; that it be eradicated so 

| that it should gain no foothold on Hawaiian soil and thus be a 
| source of constant menace to the mainland. 
In view of that fact, the authorities of Hawaii proceeded to carry 
| out the most drastic measures for the purpose of stamping out 
the plague. As rapidly as a case was discovered the premises 
were fumigated, if possible. But owing to the fact that the prem- 
ises occupied by those who were stricken with the plague were 
largely of such a character as to make it impossible to fumigate 
them and purify them it became necessary to destroy them by 
| fire. 

The regularly constituted authorities of the Territory, acting 
in accordance with a suggestion of the officer of the Marine-Hos- 
pital Service there, proceeded, after due appraisement by several 

| of the leading builders and business men of the city, to destroy 
| the infected property. This continued for a very considerable 
| length of time, the most careful appraisement being had of all 
the property so destroyed. The work continued for nearly four 
months. During this time it became necessary to destroy a vast 
| amount of property, both buildings and merchandise and personal 
| effects. 

It became necessary to place in quarantine camps over 8,000 
people and to maintain them for months. The result was that 
the Hawaiian government expended over $807,000 for the sup- 
pression of the plague. This practically exhausted every dollar 
of cash in the Territorial treasury. After the suppression of the 
plague, at the suggestion of the President, by act of the Hawaiian 
legisiature, a commission was appointed for the purpose of ad- 
judicating the fire losses. This commission was composed of 
well known, competent, and trustworthy citizens of the Territory. 

In the due course of time it concluded its labors and made 
awards amounting to $1,473,173, the claims amounting to $3,174,- 
| 289.90. There were 6,748 claimants, mostly people in humble cir- 
cumstances, the average claim amounting folees than $217. Over 
| 12,000 people are interested in the payment of these claims, and 
so the matter now stands. The board having adjudicated the 
claims according to law, as suggested by the President, Hawaii 
finds herself unable to pay them. “a 

At the time the resolution of annexation was passed Hawaii 
was receiving about $1,300,000 annually from customs duties, 
post-office receipts, internal-revenue taxes, and a merchandise or 
occupation tax, since declared unconstitutional by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. When the Territory first assumed 
| responsibility for these losses, when the President first directed 
| these methods for the eradication of the plague, Hawaii was re- 
| ceiving this large income. Soon thereafter, by the passage of the 
enabling act, Hawaii was deprived of these sources of revenue, 
and since that time there has been paid into the Treasury of the 
| United States, net, above all the cost of collection, nearly $2,500,000, 
which but for the passage of the enabling act Hawaii would have 
| had with which to meet these losses. ; 

She now finds herself confronted with the payment of one mil- 

‘lion and a half of fire claims, practically, without any source of 


































































revenue from which to make the payment. The Government 
has received from her, as I have said, in the period since these 
losses were sustained, practically two and a half millions of dol- 


lars above all cost of collection. The expenditures were made at 
atime when Hawaii was not a Territory of the United States, but 
was territory belonging to the United States, when her officers 
were acting under the direction of the President of the United 
States, when every act of those officers was the act of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, the act of the Government of the United 
States. 

Now, in an effort to meet her current expenses since deprived 
of her customs revenue, internal revenue, and other revenue, 
Hawaii has increased her rate of taxation, has passed an income 
tax of 2 per cent on all incomes above $1,000, has made every 
effort to meet her current expenses, and yet her current revenues 
fail to meet her present outlay, and there is at present, I under- 
stand, a deficit of nearly $400,000 in the finances of the Territory. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr, Speaker, can the gentleman 
inform me how long this plague will continue to visit these islands, 
and how much per year will be the expenditure he has just de- 
scribed; in other words, how long will this possible expense 
hang over the Treasury of the United States? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will say to the gentleman that the plague 
lasted four months. It never before visited Hawaii. It is not 
likely to ever visit Hawaii again. Hawaii is now a full-fledged 
Territory, and should the plague visit Hawaii in the future, it will 
depend entirely upon the Hawaiian authorities to suppress it and 
suppress it at their own expense. The peculiar political condi- 
tions existing at the time this debt was contracted were such as 
to make it, in my opinion, an obligation of the Government of 
the United States. 

Let us remember, gentlemen, that our transports were passing 
back and forth between San Francisco and the Philippines at that 
time every few days, and shiploads of our soldiers arrived at 
the port of Honolulu frequently, and it became necessary to use 
even more drastic measures than would have been necessary for 
the protection of the islands themselves in order to protect the 
soldiers going to the Philippines and the soldiers returning, in 
order that by no possibility Should the plague ever get a foothold 
on the mainland of the United States. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did the soldiers bring the plague 
there? 

Mr. MONDELL. It is not known how the plague reached 
there. The supposition is that the plague came there in goods 
from the Orient, but just how it is impossible, of course, for any 
finite mind to know. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The plague is a regular visitor in 
the Philippine Islands, and if we set an example of this kind now 
I do not see how we can get out of it in the future. 

Mr. MONDELL. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to 
the peculiar political condition of Hawaii at this time. I call at- 
tention to the fact that if Hawaii had remained in the political 
condition in which she was at the time the plague occurred and 
these expenses were incurred, she would have paid off all this in- 
debtedness and still have had a million dollarsin her treasury, 
instead of a deficit. After having obligated Hawaii to the ex- 
tent of a million and a half of dollars for fire losses, and an ex- 
pense of $800,000 for quarantine at a time when her revenues 
were sufficient to meet these expenses, since that time we have 
passed an enabling act and taken $2,500,000 net from those islands 
and placed the money in the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much have we paid out? 

Mr. MONDELL. That is the net revenue after all expenses of 
-ollection. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It goes into what treasury? 

Mr. MONDELL. Into the Treasury of the United States—in- 
ternal-revenue taxes, postal receipts—— 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much is this claim that you 
are talking about? I regret that I did not hear you state it. 

_ Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the fire losses amounted to 
$1,473,000, in round numbers. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What did they burn up? 

Mr. MONDELL. They burned up buildings and personal prop- 
erty, which it became necessary to destroy in order to suppress 
the plague. It is proposed by the Senate amendment that the 
Federal Government shall pay of these losses $1,000,000; that 
Hawaii shall be authorized to issue 4 per cent gold. bonds for the 
payment of the balance. If this amendment is adopted by the 


o 


House, the total expense to Hawaii for the suppression of the | 


plague will have been, in round numbers, $1,300,000, and the ex- 
pense to the National Treasury will be $1,000,000. 

in view of the peculiar condition existing at that time; in 
view of the status of Hawaii at that time; in view of the fact that 
the Federal officers encouraged this destruction, that they recom- 
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mended the appointment of a commission; in view of the fact | 


that the loss is so great that Hawaii can by no possibility pay it, | 





that she is not able at this time, even with a high rate of taxa- 
tion and an income tax to meet her current expenses; in view of 
the fact that if the plague had not been stamped out it would no 
doubt have spread to the mainland and cost many lives and great 
expense for its suppression, it seems to me that it is not only just 
and equitable that this provision be adopted, but further, that in 
a certain sense there is a legal claim upon the Government of 
the United States for the payment not only of part but of all of 
this claim. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is the gentleman certain that this 
revenue from the Hawaiian Islands was paid into the Treasury of 
the United States? 

Mr. MONDELL. I am certain that the customs revenues of 
Hawaii and the internal-revenue and postal receipts of Hawaii all 
go into the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then how are the officers over 
there paid? 

Mr. MONDELL. What officers does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Judges and other officers. 

Mr. MONDELL. They are paid out of the Territorial reve- 
nues. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. [yield to the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. MONDELL. I yield to the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
PowERs] five minutes. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I will trespass but a 
few moments upon the time of the House. The Hawaiian Islands 
are a great way off. The 6,000 or more poor persons who are in- 
terested in this matter because their little property has been de- 
stroyed are virtually without a representative here on the floor. 
Sickness or something else prevents him from being here. Besides, 
he is not familiar with our methods and language. I believe that 
this claim is much more meritorious, and I think that the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN] will concede that it is much 
more meritorious, than either of those that have been already 
insisted upon, and especially is this true as to the one that has 
been agreed to. 

Now, what are the facts? At the time this plague broke out 
we were governing those islands under a special act of Congress 
conferring the power to do so upon the President. The board of 
health and our consul-general—for I have talked with them—took 
charge of the matter. They ordered these buildings burned. In 
destroying these buildings to stamp out this plague the fire got 
away from them and burned some other portions of the city, in- 
cluding one church, at least. This matter has been fully inves- 
tigated by the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico of 
the Senate, and there has been a unanimous report by that com- 
mittee that these claims should be paid. It appears that the 
United States officials by using drastic measures succeeded in 
stamping out the plague in four months’ time. 

It also appears that Hawaii expended between eight and nine 
hundred thousand dollars for that purpose. It is also true that 
there was a commission appointed to ascertain the value of the 
property that had been burned and that claims to the amount of 
nearly $4,000,000 were presented before it for adjudication. At 
that time there appeared before the commissioners contesting these 
claims the attorney for the Hawaiian Islands, and after a careful 
hearing and patient investigation, this commission, having been 
recommended by the President, found due something more than 
$1,400,000. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Who were the commissioners? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. They were leading citizens whose 
names I can not now give, but they are inthis report. This mat- 
ter was submitted to the Senate Committee on Pacific Islands and 

Porto Rico, and here is this voluminous record of the evidence 
taken by them. The Committee on Pacific Islands of the Senate, 
through Senator FORAKER, unanimously recommended the pay- 
ment of this claim as a just one. I have no personal interest in 
this matter, but I have, at the request of two or three persons 
from those islands, who, I think, have no special interest in this 
claim, examined it somewhat, and I have come to the conclusion 


| that it is just and right that something should be done by Con- 


gress to pay those people for property destroyed after we acquired 
the islands and before we established a Territorial government 
there. 

The right to burn and destroy the houses under the circum- 
stances and the necessity or propriety of so doing is not questioned. 

Our duty to pay at least in part for that property we can not 
in justice deny, and a great country like ours should not seek to 
avoid. 

I grant that certain steps have not been taken before some com- 
mittee of this House that perhaps under the rules should have 
been. But, as we all know, claims are allowed and paid every 
Congress that have not half the merit or had near the investiga- 
tion these have, as these have behind them the unanimous report 
of a committee of the Senate. 


ani nee 
OE 


APF: 








7690 


CONGRESSIGNAL RECORD+-HOUSE. 


JUNE 380, 


have paid $100,000, or, I believe, $200,000 were given as a mere 


We have taken the revenues from those islands, and have put 
them in the Treasury of the United States. Those islands are 
netting us some $2,000,000. Means which formerly they would 
have had to pay they have notnow. They have increased their tax- 
ation in order to do something toward paying these claims. Let 
me for a moment read the findings, the unanimous findings of 
the committee of the Senate upon this subject. I will read a 
very few words from it. It says: 

The board of health practically took charge of the city of Honolulu, di* 
vided it into districts, put them all under inspection, and the inhabitants 
under quarantine. 

The board was appointed from Washington. 
control of the situation. 

The report further states: 

It also found it necessary to destroy large districts of dwellings and busi 
ness houses. 

Then it says: 

In view of this condition of the Territorial treasury, and in view of the 
fact that since the act of Congress of April 30, 1900, providing for a Territo- 
rial government for Hawaii went into effect, all tariff duties and ititernal- 
revenue taxes collected in Hawaii which were previously a part of the rey- 
enue for the support of the government of the Hawaiian Islands have been 
paid into the Treasury of the United States, amounting to the net sum, after 
deducting all costs of collection, of $2,269,682.47. . 

Then, it further says: . 

The committee were unanimously of the opinion that the measures re 
sorted to for the suppression of the plague were necessary; thatthe authori 
ties of Honolulu aaa the Hawaiian government did all that prudent men 
could be expected to do, under such circumstances, to avoid incurring un- 
necessary expense and injury to property and yet properly protect the 
health of the community. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Can not you yield me another minute? 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield the gentleman another minute. 

Mr. POWERSof Maine. This destruction of property was done 
under the direction of the Commission having the matter in charge 
and representing the sovereign power of this country. We have 
taken away from them the revenues from which they could have 
paid. There are 6,000 poor people interested in this matter. 
They have in fact no delegate here to represent them and to urge 
the justice of these claims. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How long do you think it would 
be before there would be a claim for another million? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. If the bubonic plague should break 
out there or elsewhere in our country every single citizen would 
see that it was stamped out, no matter what the expense. We 
would not weigh dollarsin the scales against the eradicating of it. 
I have already said that I have no interest in this matter except 
my desire to see justice done at the request of certain gentlemen 
from thoseislands. I have tried during the few moments allowed 
to me to present the facts and the merits of this claim to the 
House, as the facts and merits have been unanimously found by 
the Committee of the Senate, as their report accompanying the 
printed evidence shows. [Applause. ] 

Mr. CANNON. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, just a few words. Isimply want 
to say in relation to this appropriation that when the bubonic 
plague broke out in the Hawaiian Islands if it had not been 
promptly met and stamped out then and there, if it ever got into 


It was put in 


this country, it would not only have cost us a million dollars, but | 


it would have cost the United States thousands and thousands of 
lives—imen, women, and children—and several millions of dollars 
in the destruction of property. 





This Government was equal to the emergency and met that | 


plague at the border line. It was stamped out there and then by 
the burning of property, by destroying property, property that 
belonged to and was owned by people in the Hawaiian Islands, 
and it is incumbent. it seems to me, asa legal proposition that 
this Government, which ordered this destruction, should pay for 
this property. If we fail now, gentlemen, to meet this question 
in a broad way and a liberal spirit consistent with the dignity and 


the honor of the United States, then in the future when property | 


has to be destroyed to stop the march of plague or pestilence, there 
may be trouble. We owe this money and we should pay it. It 
is honest, and I trust the motion will prevail and the amendment 
be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I would like the gentleman to 
yield to me, that I may ask unanimous consent to extend in the 
RECORD remarks on immigration and labor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
extend in the Recorp his remarks on immigration and labor. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, we have paid out three millions for the 
purchase of arms and to secure peace in Cuba. We have paid 
750,000 to Porto Rico for relief from a calamitous hurricane; we 


| 
j 


I yield now to the gentleman from Connecticut. | 


| 


matter of charity to the sufferers of Martinique to relieve them 
from distress. Here in Hawaii, when our troops were going back- 
ward and forward, when in all human probability from the 
communication of these ships with the Orient and Hawaii the 
bubonic plague was introduced, the Americans of that island, 
with the energy and determination which always characterizes 
Americans, stepped in and asked no relief or assistance in secur- 
ing us from having the plague brought to our shores. 

It seems to me the least we can do, gentlemen, is to divide this 
expense with the Territory of Hawaii. And when they come to 
us and say they will pay half of the $2,000,000 of money expended 
to protect us as well as themselves, we ought to pay it, and pay 
it without grumbling and pay it cheerfully; for, as the gentleman 
from New York very truly says, if the plague had come to the 
United States it would have cost us far more, in addition to the 
many lives that would have been sacrificed; and therefore I hope 


| and believe that the committee of conference will at least -meet 


the Senate halfway and agree that seven hundred and fifty thou- 
sand of this shall come from the revenues of the Territory and 
seven hundred and fifty from the revenues of the United States, 
if nothing else. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
Clerk, announced that the Senate had passed a bill of the follow- 
ing title, in which the concurrence of the Senate was requested: 

5. 6286. An act prohibiting the killing or taking of seals, por- 
poises, whales, or marine animals, or fish of any kind in the waters 
of the United States by means of explosive materials, and for 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 367. An act for the relief of Agnes A. McPhee; and 

H. R. 12977. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
L. Church. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
12805) requiring the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Com- 
pany to extend its Eleventh street line, and for other purposes. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention of the 
committee, I will be very brief and ask for a vote. I first want 
to swy what this amendment is. It is to pay from the Treasury 
of the United States $1,000,000 as a relief to Hawaii, part of the 
amount that was expended in stamping out the bubonic plague. 
It authorizes the issue of half a million dollars of bonds by 
Hawaii—of hey own bonds—to pay the balance. It cost a million 
and a half dollars to stamp out this plague. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman knows that the Hawaiian 
government paid $807,000 in stamping it out. 

Mr. CANNON. So be it; she had it in the treasury to pay. 
Now, then, the next clause is a very wise clause—that not more 
than 10 per cent of the million dollars shall be paid to attorneys. 
Well, I think it is worth it. Not more than 10 per cent, that is, 
of the million that we are to pay to Hawaii is to go to attorneys. 
That would be $100,000 for the attorneys, so it would be $900,000 
for Hawaii. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman must know, as a matter of 
fact, that in all probability no such amount will go to the attor- 
neys—that this provision was inserted in order that if there were 
any claimants that promised to pay more than that they could 
only be called upon to pay 10 per cent of the amount. The evi- 
dence before the committee was that the claimants largely do 
not understand the English language and had to have attorneys, 
and the attorneys here generally get from 4 to 5 per cent. 

Mr. CANNON. Ionly know that they could not pay more than 
10 per cent. They can pay 10 per cent. If it was only 5, why 
not make it ‘‘not more than 5?’’ Why not no fees at all? I am 
calling attention to what it is, and I again congratulate the 
House, if perchance we shall pass this provision, that it can not 
be more than $100,000 out of the million dollars gift that goes to 
the attorneys. : : 

Now, that brings me to this proposition, and then I will talk 
briefly about the merits. This is legislation, a gift; it is fastened 
on to this bill with a grip of steel, and it wants this bill to pull it 
through. Now, then, what committee in the House had juris- 
diction of this matter? The Committee on Territories. — 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman allow another interrup- 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does not the gentleman know that the 
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Hawaiian ple have been asking their Delegate before this Con- 
gress to take up this matter ever since Congress met last fall, and 
that he did introduce a bill, and that it is not the fault of the 
Hawaiians themselves that it was not taken up by the committee? 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not saying whose fault it is; I am only 
calling attention to the fact. The Committee on Territories of 
the House, with the bill introduced, is silent. What ought to 
have been done? They ought to have reported it back to the | 
House and have it go to the Committee of the Whole House on | 
the state of the Union and have days for its consideration, full | 
consideration on its merits. Has it been born that way? Is ita | 
legal and ordinary birth? No; not atall. Now, gentlemen scold 
the Committee on Appropriations because it usurps jurisdiction. | 
‘‘ We do not want this. Oh, no; we want to vindicate the rights 
of the legislation of the committees of this House!’’ 

Mr. MONDELL. I would like to ask the gentleman if this | 
measure had the sort of a birth that he indicates that it did not 
have; if it did not have the sort of a birth that the amendment 
for a million and a quarter dollars for a wart on the nose: of a 
promontory near a shipyard which this House adopted the other 
day? [Laughter.] ; 

Mr. CANNON. And the House has the power to adopt, and 
that is what the gentleman is asking this House to do, to adopt 
this illegitimate child. [Laughter. | 

Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I would like to go on, because I have 
not commenced yet on the merits. 

Mr. COOMBS. I would like to give the gentleman something 
to talk on about the merits. I would like to ask what part the | 
attorneys have taken in this proposition that would entitle them | 
to 10 per cent? 

Mr. CANNON. The people interested in the claim and God | 
know; Ido not. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COOMBS. I would like to ask what they have done? 

Mr. CANNON. I donot know; thatis what I want to find out. 

Mr. MONDELL., If the gentleman is looking for information, 
I can tell him. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I trust I can have my own time. If I | 
can have three minutes we will save time and have an intelligent 
disposition of this matter. If I may be permitted to have a few | 
minutes without interruption, I will then be glad to yield. 

Now, then, the committee of the House, presided over by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, has not brought in this bill here. 
How does it come here? Why, the Committee on Pacific Islands 
in the Senate has considered this question and extracts from its 
report have been read here. Did that Committee on the Pacific 
Islands take it to the Senate and go into Committee of the Whole 
and consider it hour after hour until it was fully considered? 
Nay, nay. Nay, nay; but on the contrary, somebody in the Sen- 
ate moves this amendment on this bill, a bill which must pass or 
the Government must stop. And so the amendment comes here. 
Now, what does anybody in this House know about it—intelli- 
gently, fully, so that he can say, ‘‘Of my own knowledge, look- 


| not 


ing at it from my own standpoint, the amendment ought to pass.’’ | 


There are not 50 persons in this House who have that kind of 
knowledge of it. 

But even if it were a meritorious measure, the House ought to 
reject this amendment and say to the Senate.‘‘ It is that kind of 
legislation which is prohibited by the rules of the House and 
which does not run along the lines of good legislation.”’ 

Now, I fancy I hear somebody say, *‘ How about the merits?’’ 
Give me your attention while I guess at the merits; for the ques- 
tion has two sides. 
treaty with Hawaii under which we gave them free trade in 
sugar and their other products; and they gave us free trade. 
They did not buy much of us; but as we had for nearly all that 


Thirty years ago the United States made a | 


time a duty of 14 to 2 cents a pound on sugar coming from other | 
parts of the world to us, the moment their sugar landed it had | 
the 2 cents a pound added to it; so that during those thirty years 


we practically paid Hawaii a bounty of 2 cents a pound on her 
sugar, amounting in round numbers to $100,000,000. She pros- 
pered. Great plantations grew up there, such as I have never 
seen anywhere else, I am not thoroughly familiar with sugar 
plantations; but Iwas down there once. Great fortunes have 
been piled up there; great plantations exist there now. 

Hawaii was annexed with herown consent. In July, 1898, Con- 
gress passed an act which I have before me. What did we agree 
to do? We agreed to pay every dollar of her debt—$4,000,000. 
So the moment she was annexed she was free from all kinds of 
debt. The United States has paid her indebtedness. Ithink I am 


correct in saying that we have also provided for taking up her de- | 


preciated money at our expense. 
Mr. HILL. 0; we have not. 

. Mr. Coe: The gentleman from Connecticut says we 
ave not, 


Mr. HILL. And it is not depreciated, either. 


Mr. CANNON. Well, I followed my friend on his proposition 
the other day 

Mr. HILL. But the proposition failed. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We were right on this side of the 
House and voted it down. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, be that as it may, she comes here debt 
free. We passed an act—known, I think, as the Newlands Act— 
in 1898, containing this provision: 





Until Congress shall provide for the government of such islands. all the 
powers exercised by the officers of the existing government in said islands 
shall be vested in such person or persons, and shall be exercised in such man- 
ner, as the President of the United States shall direct; and the President 


| shall have the power to remove said officers and fill the vacancies, etc. 


Now, we not only assumed the debt of that country, but also 


| the Hawaiian postal savings bank indebtedness, and so on. 


In the meantime, under this act, and until later on—a year 
later on, almost—Hawaii was collecting the revenues from cus- 
toms by virtue of this act; and they went into her own treasury. 
Between the time of annexation and the time of the passage of 
the enabling act under the lead of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts |[Mr. Knox], chairman of the Committee on Territories, 
these revenues from customs went into the treasury of Hawaii. 
In the fullness of time she was annexed; but before annexation— 


| in 1899, a few months before annexation—the bubonic plague 


developed there. It developed also in San Francisco. I do not 
know whether any property was destroyed in San Francisco or 
whether any houses were burned. 

Mr. KAHN. It hasalways beena grave question whether there 
was any bubonic plague at any time in San Francisco. I do not 
believe there was. 

Mr. CANNON. Nevertheless, it was alleged tobe there. And 
there has been smallpox in Arizonaand all over the country; and 
there have been measles, whooping cough, diphtheria, etc., every- 





| where. 


Now, what is the rule? The ruleis that the respective States or 
Territorial governments pay the expenses of the kind referred to. 
And if Los Angeles, or Phoenix, Ariz., or Alburquerque, N. Mex., 
had an attack of bubonic plague, and had to burn up a block of 


| buildings, it would be a burden upon the respective State or Ter- 


ritory. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Who pays for the burning up in 


| the Philippine Islands? 


Mr. CANNON. Well, I will not take up that subject. Such 
expenses are paid out of the insular revenues, not out of the 
United States Treasury. 

Now, one word further. This very amendment recognizes the 
law to which I have referred. Now, is there anything from a 
charitable standpoint that should make Uncle Sam give a million 
dollars to his dusky daughter? ‘‘ The fairest daughter,’’ said my 
friend from Wyoming; the duskiest daughter say I. But be she 
dusky or fair, we want to be just toher. Is there anything in 
her position to make us pay this money? No. She has great in- 
dustries, rich sugar plantations. She has free trade with the 
United States. She is owned by the United States and is abso- 
lutely without one dollar of debt, because Uncle Sam has paid it 
all. And now Uncle Sam is getting ready to construct there a 
naval station and a navy-yard. Weare paying all the usual ex- 
penses—improvement of her harbors, erection of fortifications— 
everything of that kind. 

Now, I make another proposition. She does not begin to be as 
poor as New Mexico is or as Arizonais. She has no debt at all, 
and New Mexico and Arizona and the municipalities have much 
debt. If we are going intothe giving business to our Territories, 
let us have a fair divide. But now I put another proposition. 
This gives a million. The loss isa million andahalf. Now, if 
it is right to give it at all, it is right to give it all. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. For a question only. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Speaker, I would like the gentleman 
to state the entire expense which Hawaii incurred in suppressing 
the bubonic plague—how much of that was paid out of the Ha- 
waiian treasury and how much of it the United States Govern- 
ment is expected by this amendment to contribute. My under- 
standing is that over two millions and a half were expended. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, the gentleman from Wyoming |Mr. Mon- 
DELL] has stated that. , 

Mr. NEWLANDS. But the gentleman speaks of the entire ex- 
penditure as a million and a half. I understand that it is pretty 
nearly two millions and a half, and, further, that $850,000 was 
taken out of the Hawaiian treasury. 

Mr. CANNON. The United States paid four millions of her 
debt, and gave her the customs receipts v atil the organizing act 
was passed. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. 
yield? 





Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
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CANNON. I can not yield until I answer the question. 
NEWLANDS. The gentleman does not answer my query. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill answer the question in my own way, 
Mr. Speaker. Just after the United States paid all the debt of 
Hawaii, four millions under the act I just read, Hawaii was en- 
titled to all the customs revenues, and she got them for over a 
year, and that is where she got the $800,000 plus, which it is 
alleged she paid out to eradicate this bubonic plague. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Speaker, 

Mr.CANNON. Ican not yield further until I finish the answer. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, then, that leaves a million and a half 
yetunpaid. My proposition is, that you acknowledge the United 
States is not leg ality bound to pay, because you only give her a 
million and provide that she may issue her bonds for the other 
$500,000. The bonds would be good, because she does not owe 


anything, and if she paid the whole $1,500,000 it would not bur- 


Mr. 
Mr. 


den her any more and not as much as other Territories of the | 


United States are burdened. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Mr. Speaker, 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CANNON. I will not, fora moment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, then, that covers the ground. Legally, 
we are not bound, equitably and morally we are not bound. We 
are not bound from any standpoint of public policy. It is the 
first time such a proposition has ever appeared in the House, and 
so far as I know the first time that it has ever been proposed to 
write it into the law. 

lf proper, let it have a natural birth and full discussion as other 

matters have, and from the standpoint of propriety in 

g ion—aye, more, from the standpoint of merits, as we get 
it on wo hop. skip, and jamp. this last day of the session of Con- 
gress—let it go off, and if it has merit in equity or law, it can be 
considered in the ordinary way. Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe 
the House understands all on each side that can be said affecting 
the facts and the merits of this proposition, and I ask for a vote. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has declined to yield. The 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Wyoming that 
the House recede from its disagreement to this amendment and 
agree to the same. 

The question was taken; 
MONDELL) there were—ayes 22, 

So the motion was lost. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to the fact that a motion to further insist 
would be in order as to the two amendments that were lost, Nos. 9 
and 26. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘Yes; 
considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The 
consent that that be considered as 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. This brings us to amendment No. 34, on 
which the gentleman from Ohio gave notice that he would ask 
for a separate vote. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rivers and Harbors: For the 


will the gentleman 


and ona division (demanded by Mr. 
noes 108. 


I ask unanimous consent that that be 


gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
ordered. Is there objection? 


improvement of the Ohio River between 
i Mound City. $25,000, to continue available during the fiscal year 1908, 
1 miy if in the opinion of the Secretary of War an emer 
ts AKINE Ss ch an expe nditure necessary. 
TR’ Tr DN. Mr. Speaker, I have a motion which I desire 
and which I will ask the Clerk to read. 
‘lerk read as follows: 
] le fr its disagreement and concur with an amend- 
lof the amendment the words “ making 
insert in lieu there ot the words “and 
ne} cp ture s required in the interests of navigat 
The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman a whis h has just 
been read is that the House recede and concur with an amend- 
ment. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON}. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, so far as I am concerned this is 
a matter that dwells peculiarly with the Committee on Rivers 
and oo and I am very glad indeed that the gentleman from 
1d his committee have considered it. 
SPE sAKE R. How much time does the gentleman 


l exXTx 


Ohio 
The | 
This 
Mr. CANNON. I have no objection to the proposition, if it 
meets with the : 2p roval of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Mr. BURT The amount is not large, but there is a ques- 
tion of policy maeed which is very important. 
r. CANNON, I yield to the gentleman from Ohio such time 


from 


is vik Lf 


, 


. I shall not require more than five minutes, 
House Committ 
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property, 


I will ask the gentleman—— | 





| Iam informed that a serious emergency does exist there; 


e on Rivers and Harbors very ' 
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carefully excluded from the bill passed at this session.any provi- 
sion for bank protection merely, or for the protection of private 
except as was stated at the time, the levees on the 
Mississippi River, if they are to be considered as merely for the 
protection of property, a question about which there is a differ- 
ence of opinion. This rule was enforced on the Ohio, on the 
Mississippi River above Cairo, on the Misscuri, and in other 
places. 

The amendment in the form in which it passed the Senate 
would leave the question open whether this $25,000 could not be 
expended merely for protecting the banks between Mound City 
and Cairo. The amendment as offered here allows the Secre tary 
of War to expend this money only in case an emergenc y exists 
and such improvement is require 1d in the interest of n: iWigation. 
that the 
water is undermining the banks. It is possible that this proposed 
expenditure will be required for legitimate uses of navigation, but 
if it is not so required this House ought not to authorize it. This 
amendment will restrict the Secretary of War in his action to 


| that line of policy which was insisted upon by the House and 
| will authorize him to use this money only in case navigation re- 
| quires it. 
| subject. 


I think, Mr. Speaker, this is all I desire to say upon the 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SmrrH]. 

Mr. SMITH of [llinois. Mr. Speaker, as was stated by the 
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, information 
has reached us that a great emergency exists on the Ohio River 
between Cairo and Mound City, calling for at least this amount 
of appropriation. I note that an amendment is offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] by which he would endeavor 
to restrict the expenditure of this money only to the improvement 
of navigation of the river. 

If my information is correct with reference to conditions there, 
and that information comes from the very best of sources—from 
letters, telegrams, statements, and petitions sent to me, which I 
filed in the Senate before the pending Senate amendment was of- 
fered—the emergency is a great one; and if it isas bad as the people 
there believe, and they think it is—and they have the opportunity 
to know the facts, and I believe they have been correctly stated— 
there will be no question but what the expenditure of this mone y 
will be necessary in the interest of navigation. But considering 
the great liberality which we have shown here to-day in giving 
away to the Buffalo Exposition $500,000, where we did not owe a 
cent, and making other provisions where, as stated by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, we are neither legally 
nor equitably nor morally bound; considering those conditions, I 
regret very much that the language used in this amendment is 
insisted upon by the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

I am fully aware, however, of the position that committee has 
taken with reference to these appropriations, and that the amend- 
ment which the gentleman offers is in compliance with and con- 
sistent with the requirements they have made in all other cases. 
Be slieving there will be no question but what, if this ap yropria 
tion is made, it will be necessary in the interest of navigation, 
and will be so construed by the Secretary of War, and that there 
will be no question but that it will be so expended, I wili not 
further antagonize the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

At my request he and other members of his committee con- 

ferred with me fully on this matter and finally agreed that with 
this slight amendment inserted, and which I do not consider will 
materially change the effect of the Senate amendment, and a ma- 
jority of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have joined ina 
vritten statement to the House conferees that with the modifica- 
tion of the Senate amendment as contained in the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio, they would not object to or oppose the 
retention of the Senate amendment; and the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations having indicated that with the concur- 
rence of the Rivers and Harbors Committee he would not 
ther resist the Senate amendment appropriating the $25,000, I will 
ask that the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio be concurred 
in; that the House recede from its disagreement, and that the 
Senate amendment as modified be adopted, and the appropriation 
of $25,000 asked for be made. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The a stion is on the motion of the gentl 
man from Ohio |, to recede and concur with 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. I believe that completes the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the usual motion asking 
for a further conference will prevail. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. Cannon, Mr. BARNEY, and Mr. Livineston. 


¢ 
iur- 


e- 


an 








1902. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 7693 





SUSPENSION OF THE RULYS, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged repor 
from the Committee on Rules. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio calls up a privi- 
leged report from the Committee on Rules, which will be reported 
by the Clerk. 

“The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolution No. 335, 
have had the same under consideration, and recommend that it be agreed to: 

‘Resolved, That for the remainder of the session the motion to suspend the 
rules shall be in order at any time, under all the conditions governing the 
motion on the first and third Mondays of a month.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say, Mr. Speaker, that it is evi- 
dent that the House is about ready to adjourn, and it is always 


cr 


. . . | 
customary to have this resolution, or the rules themselves if we | 


had passed an adjournment resolution would have served the 
same purpose without having a special rule brought in. The fact 
being that we are about ready to adjourn, and this resolution 


having been brought in without any adjournment resolution, I | 


would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio if his side of the House 
is prepared to state when we will adjourn? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, it has been thought best not 
to tie the hands of the House by the passage of a resolution of 
adjournment until certain of the most important matters are 


either disposed of or are in such a shape that we can calculate | 


accurately the proper time to adjourn, and so, pending that time, 
this rule has been brought in here, in order that certain matters 
about which there is no special controversy may he called up by 
a stronger position in their favor than mere requests for unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Ohio whether his side of the House proposes to adjourn without 
any legislation in reference to the Cuban matter or with reference 
to trust legislation? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I presume that our side of the House pro- 
poses to adjourn whenever a majority of the entire House votes 
in favor of a resolution to that effect. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wanted to know of the gentleman if 
we are to adjourn without legislation of that character? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is as good a judge of that 
question as Iam. I demand the previous question. 

The question was taken, and the previous question was ordered, 
and under the operation thereof the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 
CONFERENCE REPORTS AND STATEMENTS. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I present the following report 
from the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, having had the following rule under considera- 


| in the last session of the Congress. 





tion, reports the same to the House with the recommendation that it be | 


adopted: 


Kesolved, That the rule requiring the presentation and printing of con- | 


nee reports and statements one day before consideration by the House 
ba, and the same is hereby, suspended during the remainder of this session. 


The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
ALASKA. 


The SPEAKER. The unfinished business is the matter called 
up by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WARNER], being Senate 
inll 6139. There is a point of order pending, made by the gentle- 

ian from Tennessee | Mr. RicHaRDSON|, who does not appear to 

‘in his seat. The Chair will state that the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee told the Chair that he intended to withdraw his point of 
rder, but would like his colleague, Mr. BALL of Texas, to have 
two minutes. If the gentleman will yield for that purpose, the 
Chair will, on the statement of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
recognize the gentleman from Texas | Mr. BALL] for two minutes. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I will state that the bill 


under consideration was very carefully considered by the Com- | 


mittee on Revision of the Laws. The part objected to by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, relating to taxation, is only authority 
conferred upon the people of Alaska to provide taxes by municipal 
authority for the use of towns and cities for fire protection, ete:. 
and to maintain their public schools. So much of the bill as re- 
lates to the formation of corporations has been very carefully 
considered. The restrictions upon the corporate powers con- 
ferred upon these corporations are as severe and as onerous, per- 
haps more so, than is imposed by any one of the States of the 
niva. 

The bill is urgent and ought to be passed at this session of Con- 
gress. It has already passed the Senate in practically the form 
reported as to formation of corporations, and the bill as reported 
*S an Amendment of the bill which passed through the Senate. 
The fact that it comes upon the heels of the session of Congress 


is only caused by the fact that the Committee on Revision of the 
Laws desired to give the bill careful and proper attention before 
reporting it, and not with any intention of rushing it through in 
the closing hours of the session. I think it very important that 
the bill should be passed, as it has been carefully prepared and is 
urgently needed by the people of Alaska to maintain their munic- 
ipal governments, to sustain their public schools, and to prevent 
wild-cat corporations from the exploitation of that Territory. 

The bill, I think, was properly considered by the Committee on 
the Revision of the Laws. A part of it, it is true, might prop- 
erly go to the Committee on Territories. The other part of it 
should go to the Committee on Revision of the Laws, which con- 
sidered and reported the bill providing for acivil code for Alaska 
I hope the gentleman from 
Tennessee will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. In view of the statement 
the gentleman from Texas has made, and “ich he told me he 
intended to make, I desire to withdraw the points of order which 
I submitted. 

The SPEAKER. 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WARNER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ALLOTMENT OF LANDS OF CHEROKEE NATION. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I call from the Speaker's table 
Senate bill 5956, and move to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas moves to sus- 
pend the rules and take from the Speaker’s table, to be passed, the 
following bill: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 5956) to provide for the allotment of the lands of the Cherokee 
Nation, for the disposition of town sites therein, and for other purposes. 
Be it enacted, etc., 

DEFINITION OF WORDS EMPLOYED HEREIN. 

SECTION 1. The words “nation” and “tribe” shall each be held to refer 
to the Cherokee Nation or tribe of Indians in Indian Territory. 

Sc. 2. The words “ principal chief” or “* chief executive” shall bs held to 
mean the principal chief of said tribe. 

Sec. 3. The words “* Dawes Commission * or “Commission” shall be held 
to mean the United States Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes 

Sec. 4. The word “ minor” shall be held to mean males under the age of 
21 years and females under the age of 18 years. 

SEc. 5. The terms “ allottable lands” or “ landsallottable”™ shall be held to 
mean all the lands of the Cherokee tribe not herein reserved from allotment. 

Sc. 6. The word “select” and its various modifications, as applied to al 
lotments and homesteads, shall be held to mean the formal application at the 
land office, to be established by the Dawes Commission for the Cherokee Na 
tion, for particular tracts of land. 

Sec.7. The words “member” or “‘members”™ and “citizen” or“ citizens” 
shall be held to mean members or citizens of the Cherokee Nation, in tl 
Indian Territory, : “ ; , 

Szec.8. Every word in this act importing the masculine gender may extend 
and be applied to females as well as males, and the use of the plural may in- 
clude also. the singular, and vice versa. 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


APPRAISEMENT OF LANDS. 

Szc. 9. The lands belonging to the Cherokee tribe of Indians in Indian 
Territory, except such as are ‘herein reserved from allotment, shal 
praised at their true value: Provided, That in the determination of t 
of such land consideration shall not be given to the location th 
timber thereon, or to any mineral deposits contained therein, « 
made without reference to improvements which may be located th I 

Sze. 10. The appraisement, as herein provided, shall be made by the C 
ission to the Five Civilized Tribes, wales the direction of the Secr 
1e Interior. 








‘eof. to an’ 








ALLOTMENT OF LANDS. 
c. 11. There shall } 


be allotted by the Commission to the Five Civilized 

Tribes and to each citizen of the Cherokee tribe, as soon as practicable after 
the approval by the Secretary of the Interior of his enrollment as herein 
provided, land equal in value to 110 acres of the average allottable lands of 
the Cherokee Natior, to conform as nearly as may be to the areas and 
boundaries established by the Government survey, which land may be 
selected by each allottee so as to include his improvements. f 

Ssc. 12. For the purpose of making allotments and designating homestead 
hereunder, the 40-acre. or quarter of a quarter section, subdivision esta} 
lished by the Government survey may be dealt with as if further subdivide: 
into four equal parts in the usual manner,thus making the smallest leca 
subdivision 10 acres, or a quarter of a quarter of a quarter of a section 

Sec. 13. Each memberof said tribe shall. at the time of the selection of } 
allotment, designate as a homestead out of said allotment land equa! in value 
to 40 acres of the average e!lotable lands of the Cherokee Nation, as neat 
as may be, which shall be inalienable during the lifetime of the allott 
exceeding twenty-one years from the dateof the certifi 


















ate of : 
















Separate certificate shall iesve for said homestead. During the time said 
hie stead is held by the allottee the same shall be nontaxable and shall not 
be liable for any debt contracted by the owner thereof while so held by him 

Src. 14. Lands allotted to citizens shall not in any manner whatever or at 


) at 
any time be encumbered, taken, or sold to secure or satisfy any debt or obli- 
gation, or be alienated by the allottee or his heirs, before the expiration of 
five years from the date of the ratification of this act 

Sic. 15. All lands allotted to the members of said tribe, except such land 
as is set aside to each for a homestead as herein provided, shall be alienable 
in five years after issuance of patent. 

Sec. 6. If for any reason an allotment should not be selected or a home- 
stead designated by or on behalf of any member of the tribe, it shall be the 
duty of said Commission to make said selection and designation. 

Sec. 17. In the making of allotments and in the designation of homesteads 
for members of said tribe, said Commission shall not be required to divide 
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lands into tracts of less than the smallest legal subdivision provided for in 
section 12 hereof. 

Sec. 18. It shall be unlawful after ninety days after the ratification of this 
act by the Cherokees for any member of the Cherokee tribe to inclose or 
hold possession of, in any manner, by himself or through another, directly or 
indirectly, more lands in value than that of 1l0acresofaverageallottable lands 
of the Cherokee Nation, either for himself or for his wife, or for each of his 
minor children, if members of said tribe; and any member of said tribe 
found in such possession of lands, or having the same in any manner inclosed, 
after the expiration of ninety days after the date of the ratification of this 
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor. 

Src. 19. Any person convicted of violating any of the provisions of section 
18 of this act shall be punished by a fine of not less than $100, shall stand com- 
mitted until such fine and costs are paid (such commitment not to exceed one 
day for every $2 of said fine and costs), and shall forfeit possession of any 
property in question, and each day on which such offense is committed or 
continues to exist shall be deemed a separate offense. The United States 
district attorney for the northern district is‘ required to see that the provi- 
sions of said section 18are strictly enforced, and he shallimmediately, after the 
expiration of the ninety days after the ratification of this act proce ed to dis- 
possess all persons of such excessive holdings of lands and to prosecute them 
for so unlawfully holding the same,and the Commission to the Five Civilized 
Tribes shall have authority to make investigations of all violations of section 
18 and make report thereon to the United States district attorney. 

Sec. 20. If any person whose name appears } my the roll prepared as 
herein provided shall have died subsequent to the ist day of September, 
1992, and before receiving his allotment, the lands to which suc rson 
would have been entitled if living shall be allotted in his name, and shall, 
with his proportionate share of other tribal property, descend to his heirs 
according to the laws of descent and distribution as provided in chapter 49 
of Mansfield’s Digest of the Statutes of Arkansas: Provided, That the allot- 
ment thus to be made shall be selected by a duly appointed administrator or 
executor. If, however, such administrator or executor be not duly and 
expeditiously appointed, or fails to act promptly when appointed, or for any 
other cause such selection be not so made within a reasonable and proper time, 
the Dawes Commission shall designate the lands thus to be allotted. 

Sec. 21. Allotment certificates issued by the Dawes Commission shall be 
conclusive evidence of the right of an allottee to the tract of land described 
therein, and the United States Indian agent for the Union Agency shall, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, upon the application of 
the allottee, place him in possession of his allotment, and shall remove there- 
from all persons objectionable to him, and the acts of the Indian agent here- 
under shall not be controlled by the writ or process of any court. 

Sxc. 22. Exclusive jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Commission 
to the Five Civilized Tribes, under the direction of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, to determine all matters relative to the appraisement and the allot- 
ment of lands. 

Src. 23. All Delaware Indians who are members of the Cherokee Nation 
shall take lands and share in the funds of the tribe, as their rights may be 
determined by the judgment of the Court of Claims, or by the Supreme Court 
if appealed, in the suit instituted therein by the Delawares against the Cher- 
okee Nation, and now pending; but if said suit be not determined before said 
Commission is ready to begin the allotment of lands of the tribe as herein 
provided, the Commission shall cause to be segregated 157,600 acres of land, 
including lands which have been selected and oe by Delawares in con- 
formity to the provisions of their agreement with the Cherokees dated April 
8, 1867, such lands so to remain, subject to disposition according to sueh judg- 
ment as may be rendered in said cause; and said Commission shall thereupon 
proceed to the allotment of the remaining lands of the tribe as aforesaid. 

Said Commission shall, when final judgment is rendered, allot lands tosuch 
Delawares in conformity to the terms of the judgment and their individual 
rights thereunder. Nothingin this act shall inany manner a the rights 
of either party to said contract as the same may be finally determined by 
the court, or shall interfere with the holdings of the Delawares under their 
contract with the Cherokees of April 8, 1867, until their rights under said con- 
tract are determined by the courts in their suit now pending against the 
Cherokees, and said suit shall be advanced on the dockets of said courts and 
determined at the earliest time practicable. 


RESERVATIONS. 


Sec. 24. The following lands shall be reserved from the allotment of lands 
herein provided for: 

(a) All lands set apart for town sites by the provisions of the act of Con- 
gress of June 28, 1898 (30 Stats., p. 495), the provisions of the act of Congress 
of May 31, 1900 (31 Stats., p. 221), and by the provisions of this act. 

(b) All lands to which, upon the date of the ratification of this act, any 
railroad company may, under any treaty or act of Congress, have a vested 
right for right of way, depots, station grounds, water stations, stock yards, or 
similar uses only, connected with the maintenance and operation of the rail- 
road. 

(c) All lands selected for town cemeteries not to exceed 20 acres each. 

(d) One acre of land for each Cherokee schoolhouse not included in town 
sites or herein otherwise provided for. 

(e) Four acres for Willie Halsell College at Vinita. 

(f) Four acres for Baptist Mission school at Tahlequah. 

(g) Four acres for Presbyterian school at Tahlequah. 

(h) Four acres for Park Hill Mission school south of Tahlequah. 

(i) Four acres for Elm Springs Mission school at Barren Fork. 

(j) Four acres for Dwight Mission school at Sallisaw. 

(k) Four acres for Skiatook Mission near Skiatook. 

(1) Four acres for Lutheran Mission school on Illinois River north of Tahle- 

uah. 
. (m) Sufficient ground for burial purposes where neighborhood cemeteries 
are now located, not to exceed 3 acres each. 
(n) One acre for each church house outside of towns. 
(o) One square now occupied by the capitol building at Tahlequah. 
(p) The grounds now occupied by the national jail at Tahlequah. 
( Fe oe grounds now occupied by the Cherokee Advocate printing office 
a uah. 
(r) Forty acres for the Cherokee Male Seminary near Tahlequah. 
(s) Forty acres for the Cherokee Female Seminary at Tahlequah. 
(t} One hundred and twenty acres for the Cherokee Orphan Asylum on 
Grand River. eh 

(u) Forty acres for colored high school in Tahlequah district. 

(v) Forty acres for the Cherokee Insane Asylum. E 

(w) Four acres for the school for blind, deaf, and dumb children near 
Fort Gibson. R . 

The acre so reserved for any church or schoolhouse in any quarter section 
of land shall be located where practicable in a corner of such quarter sec- 
tion adjacent to the section lines thereof. 

Provided, That the Methodist Episcopal Church South may, within twelve 
months after the ratification of this act, pay $10 per acre for the 160 acres of 
land adjacent to the town of Vinita, and heretofore set apart by act of the 


at 


Cherokee national council for the use of said church for missionary and edu- 


cational purposes, and now occupied by Willie Halsell College (form 
Galloway Callege ), and shall thereupon receive title theretor but if said 
church fail so to do it may continue to occupy said 160 acres of land as long 
as it uses same.for the purposes aforesaid. 

Any other school or college in the Cherokee Nation which claims to be en- 
titled under the law toa greater number of acres than is set apart for said 
school or college by section 24 of this act may have the number of acres to 
which it is entitled by law. The trustees of such school or college shal| 
within sixty days after the ratification of this act, make application to the 
Secretary of the Interior for the number of acres to which such school or 
college claims to be entitled, and if the Secretary of the Interior shall find 
that such school or college is, under the laws and treaties of the Cherokee 
Nation in force a to the ratification of this act, entitled toa greater num. 
ber of acres of land than is provided for in this act, he shall so determine 
and his decision shall be final. 

The amount so found by the Secretary of the Interior shall be set apart for 
the use of such college or school as long as the same may be used for mis- 
sionary and educational purposes: Provided, That the trustees of such school 
or college shall pay $10 per acre for the number of acres so found by the Sec 
retary of the Interior and which have been heretofore set apart by act of 
the Cherokee national council for use of such school or college for missionary 
or educational purposes, and upon the payment of such sum within sixty 
days after the decision of the Secretary of the Interior said college or school 
may receive a title to such land. 


ROLL OF CITIZENSHIP. 


Sec. 25. The roll of citizens of the Cherokee Nation shall be made as of 
September 1, 1902, and the names of all persons then living and entitled to 
enrollment on that date shall be placed on said roll by the Commission to the 
Five Civilized Tribes. 

Sec. 26. The names of all persons living on the Ist day of September, 1902. 
entitled to be enrolled as provided in section 25 hereof, shall be placed upon 
the roll made by said Commission, and no child born thereafter to a citizen, 
and no white person who has intermarried with a Cherokee citizen since 
the 16th day of December, 1895, shall be entitled to enrollment or to partici- 
pate in the distribution of the tribal property of the Cherokee Nation. 

Sec. 27. Such rolls shall in all other respects be made in strict compliance 
with the provisions of section 21 of the act of Congress approved June 28, 
me tin Stats., p. 495), and the act of Congress approved May 31, 1900 (31 Stats.. 
p. 221). 

Src. 28. No person whose name appears upon the roll made by the Dawes 
Commission as a citizen or freedman of any other tribe shall be enrolled as 
a citizen of the Cherokee Nation. 

Src. 29. For the purpose of expediting the enrollment of the Cherokee 
citizens and the allotment of lands as herein provided, the said Commission 
shall, from time to time, and as soon as practicable, forward to the Secretary 
of the Interior lists upon which shall be placed the names of those persons 
found by the Commission to be entitled to enrollment. The lists thus pre- 
pared, when re by the Secretary of the Interior, shall constitute a 
part and parcel of the final roll of citizens of the Cherokee tribe, upon which 
allotment of land and distribution of other tribal property shall be made. 
When there shall have been submitted to and approved by the Secretary of 
the Interior lists embracing the names of all those lawfully entitled to en- 
rollment, the roll shall be deemed complete. The roll so prepared shall be 
made in quadruplicate, one to be deposited with the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, one with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, one with the principal 
chief of the Cherokee Nation, and one to remain with the Commission to the 
Five Civilized Tribes. . 

Src. 30. During the months of 'September and October, in the year 1902, 
the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes may receive applications for en- 
rollmentof such infant children as may have been born to recognized and en- 
rolled citizens of the Cherokee Nation on or before the Ist day of September, 
1902, but the application of no person whomsoever for enrollment shall be- 
received after the 3lst day of October, 1902. 

Sc. 81. No person whose name does not appear upon the roll prepared as 
herein provided shall be entitled to in any manner participate in the dis- 
tribution of the common property of the Cherokee tribe, and those whose 
names appear thereon shall participate in the manner set forth 1n this act: 
Provided, That no allotment of land or other tribal property shall be made 
to any person, or to the heirs of any person, whose name is on said roll and 
who died prior to the Ist day of September, 1902. The right of such person 
to any interest in the lands or other tribal property shall be deemed to have 
become extinguished and to have passed to the tribe in general upon his 
death before said date, and any person or persons who may conceal the death 
of anyone on said roll as aforesaid for the purpose of profiting by said con- 
cealment, and who shall knowingly receive any portion of any land or other 
tribal property or of the proceeds so arising from any allotment prohibited 
by this section, shall be deemed guilty of a felony, and shall be proceeded 
against as may be provided in other cases of felony, and the penalty for this 
offense shall be confinement at hard labor for a period of not less than one 
year nor more than five years, and in addition theretoa forfeiture to the 
Cherokee Nation of the lands, other tribal property, and proceeds so obtained. 


SCHOOLS. 


Src. 32. The Cherokee school fund shall be used, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, for the education of children of Cherokee citizens, 
and the Cherokee schools shall be conducted under rules prescribed by him 
according to Cherokee laws, subject to such modifications as he may deem 
necessary to make the schools most effective and to produce the best possible 
results; said schools to be under the supervision of a supervisor appointed by 
the Secretary and a school board elected by the national council. _ 

Sxc. 33. All teachers shall be examined by said supervisor, and said school 
board and competent teachers and other persons to be engaged in and about 
the schools with good moral character only shall be employed; but where all 

ualifications are equal, preference shall be given to citizens of the Cherokee 
ation in such employment. ; 

Sxc. 34. All moneys for carrying on the schools shall be appropriated by 
the Cherokee national council, not to exceed the amount of the Cherokee 
school fund; but if the council fail or refuse to make the necessary appro- 
priations, the Secretary of the Interior may direct the use of a sufficient 
amount of the school fund to pay all necessary expenses for the efficient con 
duct of the schools, strict account therefor to be rendered to him and the 
principal chief. } 

Sec. 35. All accounts for expenditures in carrying on the schools shall | 8 
examined and approved by said supervisor, and also by the general supe! Pe 
soneeus of Indian schools in the Indian Territory, before payment thereof 1s 
made. 

Sec. 36. The interest arising from the Cherokee orphan fund shall be weed, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, for maintaining the 
Cherokee Orphan Asylum for the benefit of the Cherokee orphan children. 


ROADS. 
Sec. 37. Public highways or roads 2 rods in width, being 1 rod on oom 
side of the section line, may be established along all section lines w! 5 
out any compensation being paid therefor, and all allottees, purchasers, an 
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others shall take the title to such lands subject to this provision; and public 
highways or roads may be established elsewhere whenever necessary for the 

yublic good, the actual value of the land taken elsewhere than along section 
fines to be determined urder the direction of the Secretary of the Interior 
while the tribal government continuesand to be paid by the Cherokee Nation 
during that time; and if buildings or other improvements are damaged in 
consequence of the establishment of such public highways or roads, whether 
along section lines or elsewhere, such damages, during the continuance of 
the tribal government, shall be determined and paid for in the same manner. 


TOWN SITES. 
Src. 38. The lands which may hereafter be set aside and reserved for town 
sites upon the recommendation of the Dawes Commission under the provi- 


sions of the act of Congress approved May 31, 1900 (31 Stats., p. 221), shall em- 
brace such acreage as may be necessary for the present needs and reasonable 


prospective growth of such town sites, not to exceed 640 acres for each town | 


site. 

Sec. 389. Whenever any tract of land shall be set aside by the Secretary of 
the Interior for town-site purposes, as provided in said act of May 31, 1900, or 
by the terms of this act, which is occupied at the time of such segregation by 
any member of the Cherokee Nation, such occupant shall be allowed to pur- 
chase any lot upon which he then has improvements other than fences, till- 
age, and temporary improvements, in accordance with the provisions of the 
act of June 28, 1 (30 Stats., p. 495), or, if he so elects, the lot will be sold 
under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Inte- 


rior, and he shall fully compensated for his improvements thereon out | 


of the funds of the tribe arising from the sale of the town sites, the value of 
such improvements to be determined by a board of appraisers, one member 
of which shall be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, one by the chief 
executive of the tribe, and one by the occupant of the land, said board of ap- 

raisers to be paid such compensation for their services as may be determined 
by the Secretary of the Interior out of any appropriations for surveying, 
laying out, platting, and selling town sites. 

Src. 40. All town sites which may hereafter be set aside by the Secretary 
of the Interior on the recommendation of the Commission to the Five Civi- 
lized Tribes, under the provisions of the act of Congress approved May 31, 
1900 (31 Stats., p. 221), with the additional acreage added thereto, as well as all 
town sites set aside under the provisions of this act having a population of 
less than 200, shall be surveyed, laid out, platted, appraised, and disposed of 


in like manner, and with like preference rights accorded to owners of im- | 


provements as other town sites in the Cherokee Nation are surveyed, laid 
out, platted, appraised, and disposed of under the act of Congress of June 28, 
1898 (30 Stats., p. 495), as modified or supplemented by the act of May 31, 1900: 
Provided, That as to the town sites set aside as aforesaid the owner of the 
improvements shall be required to pay the full appraised value of the lot 
instead of the percentage named in said act of June 28, 1898 (30 Stats., p. 495). 

Src. 41. Any person being in possession or having the right to the posses- 
sion of any town lot or lots, as surveyed and platted under the direction of 
the eae of the Interior, in accordance with the act of Congress ap- 
proved May 31, 1900 (31 Stat., p. 221), the occupancy of which lot_or lots was 
originally acquired under any town-site act of the Cherokee Nation, and 
owning improvements thereon, other than temporary buildings, fencing, 
or tillage, shall have the right to purchase the same at one-fourth of the ap- 
praised value thereof. 

Sec. 42. Any person being in possession of, or having the right to the pos- 
session of, any town lot or lots, as surveyed and platted under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior, in accordance with the act of Congress ap- 
proved May 31, 1900 (31 Stat. , p. 221), the occupancy of which lot or lots was 
originally acquired under any town-site act of the Cherokee Nation, and not 
having any improvements thereon, shall have the right to purchase the 
same at one-half of the appraised value thereof. 

Src. 43. Any citizen in rightful possession of any town lot having improve- 
ments thereon other than temporary buildings, fencing, and tillage, the oc- 
cupancy of which has not been acquired under tribal laws, shall have the 
right to purchase same by paying one-half the appraised value thereof: Pro- 
vided, That any other person in undisputed possession of any town lot having 
improvements thereon other than temporary buildings, fencing, and tillage, 
the occupancy of which has not been acquired under tribal laws, shall have 
the right to purchase such lot by paying the appraised value thereof. 

Src. 44. All lots not having thereon improvements other than temporary 
buildings, fencing, and tillage, the sale or disposition of which is not herein 
otherwise specifically provided for, shall be sold within twelve months after 
appraisement, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, after due 
advertisement, at public auction, to the highest bidder, at not less than their 
appraised value. 

Src. 45. When the appraisement of any town lot is made and approved, 
the town-site commission shall notify the claimant thereof of the amount of 
appraisement, and he shall, within sixty days thereafter, make payment of 
10 per cent of the amount due for the lot, and four months thereafter he 
shall pay 15 per cent additional, and the remainder of the purchase money he 


shall pay in three equal annual installments without interest; but if the claim- | 


ant of any such lot fail to purchase same or make the first and second pay- 
ments aforesaid or make any other payment within the time specified, the 
lot and improvements shall be sold at public auction to the highest bidder, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, at a price not less than 
its appraised value. 

Src. 46. Whenany improved lot shall be sold at public auction because of 
the failure of the person owning improvements thereon to purchase same 
within the time allowed in said act of Congress approved June 28, 1898 (30 
Stats., p. 495), said improvements shall be appraised by a committee, one 

nber of which shall be selected by the owner of the improvements and 
ohe member by the purchaser of said lot; and in case the said committee is 
not able te egree upon the value of said improvements, the committee may 
select a thir member, and in that event the determination of the majority 
of the committee shall control. Said committee of appraisement shall be 
paid such compensation for their services by the two parties in interest, 
share and share alike, as may be agreed upon, and the amount of said ap- 
praisement shall be paid by the pores of the lot to the owner of the im- 
provements in cash within thirty days after the decision of the committee 
of appraisement, 

Sec. 47, The purchaser of any unimproved town lot sold at public auction 

Shall pay 25 per cent of the purchase money at the time of the sale, and 
within four months thereafter he shall pay 25 per cent additional, and the 
remainder of the purchase money he shall pay in two equal annual install- 
men‘ts without interest. 
Src. 48. Such towns in the Cherokee Nation as may have a population of 
ss than 200 people not otherwise provided for, and which, in the judgment 
Ds the Secretary of the Interior, should be set aside as town sites, shall have 
tl \cir limits defined as soon as practicable after the approval of this act in the 
Same Tanner as provided for other town sites. 

SEC. 4). The town authorities of any town site in said Cherokee Nation 
me select and locate, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Inte- 
sist - cemetery within suitable distance from said town, to embrace such 
‘t1n er of acres as may be deemed necessary for such purpose. The town- 
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site commission shall appraise the same at its true value, and the town may 

yurchase the same within one year from the approval of the survey by pay- 
| ing the appraised value. If any citizen have improvements thereon, said 
| improvements shall be appraised by said town-site commission and paid for 
by the town: Provided, That lands already laid out by tribal authorities for 
cemeteries shall be included in the cemeteries herein provided for without 
cost to the towns, and the holdings of the burial lots therein now occupied 
for such purpose shall in no wise be disturbed: And provided further, That 
any park laid out and surveyed in any town shall be duly appraised at a fair 
valuation, and the inhabitants of said town shall, within one year after the 
approval of the survey and the appraisement of said park by the Secretary 
of the Interior, pay the appraised value to the proper officer for the benefit 
of the tribe. 

Sec. 50. The United States shall pay all expenses incident to surveying, 
platting, and disposition of town lots, and all allotments of lands made under 
the provisions of this plan of allotment, except where the town authorities 
| may have been or may be duly authorized to survey and plat their respective 
| towns at the expense of such towns. 
| Sxc. 51. No taxes shall be assessed by any town government against any 

town lot remaining unsold, but taxes may be assessed against any town lot 
sold as herein provided. 
| So. 52. If the purchaser of any town lot fail to make payment of any sum 
baie due, the same shall thereafter bear 6 per cent interest per annum until 
paid. 

Sxc. 53. All lots or parts of lots, not exceeding 50 by 150 feet in size, upon 
which church houses and parsonages have been erected, and which are occu- 
pied as such at the time of appraisement, shall be conveyed gratuitously to 
| the churches to which such improvements belong, and if such churches have 
| inclosed other adjoining lots actually necessary for their use, they may pur- 
| chase the same by paying the appraised value thereof. 

Src. 54. Whenever the chief executive of the Cherokee Nation fails or re- 

fuses to appoint a town-site commissioner for any town, or to fill any vacancy 
| caused by the neglect or refusal of the town-site commissioners appointed by 
the chief executive to qualify or act, or otherwise, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, in his discretion, may appoint a commissioner to fill the vacancy thus 
created. 

Sec. 55. The purchaser of any town lot may at any time pay the full 
amount of the purchase money, and he shall thereupon receive title therefor. 
Src. 56. Any person may bid for and purchase any lot sold at public auc- 
tion as herein provided. 

Src. 57. The United States may purchase in any town in the Cherokee 
Nation suitable lands for court-houses, jails, or other necessary public pur- 
pone for its use by paying the —— value thereof, the same to be se- 
ected under the direction of the department for whose use such lands are 
needed, and if any person have improvements thereon the same shall be 
appraised in like manner as other town property, and shall be paid for by 
the United States. 





TITLES. 


Szc. 58. The Secretary of the Interior shall furnish the principal chief 
with blank patents necessary for all conveyances herein provided for, and 
when any citizen receives his allotment of land, or when any allotment has 
been so ascertained and fixed that title should under the provisions of this act 
be conveyed, the principal chief shall thereupon proceed to execute and de- 
liver to hima —— conveying all the right, title, and interest of the Cherokee 
Nation, and of all other citizens, in and to the lands embraced in his allot- 
ment certificate. 

Sec. 59. All conveyances shall be approved by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, which shall serve as a relinquishment to the grantee of all the right, 
title, oon interest of the United States in and to the lands embraced in his 

tent. 

SRO. 60. Any allottee accepting such patent shall be deemed to assent to 
the allotment and conveyance of all the lands of the tribe as provided in this 
act, and to relinquish all his right, title, and interest to the same, except in 
the proceeds of lands reserved from allotment. 

Sec. 61. The acceptance of patents for minors and incompetents by persons 
authorized to select their allotments for them shall be deemed sufficient to 
bind such minors and incompetents as to the conveyance of all other lands 
of the tribe. 

SEc. 62. All patents, when so executed and approved, shall be filed in the 
office of the Dawes Commission, and recorded in a book provided for the 
purpose until such time as Congress shall make other suitable provision for 
record of land titles, without expense to the grantee, and such records shall 
have like effect as other public records. 


MISCELLANEOUS. 


Src. 63. The tribal government of the Cherokee Nation shall not continue 
longer than March 4, 1906. 

Sxc. 64. The collection of all revenues of whatsoever character belonging 
to the tribe shall be made by an officer appointed by the Secretary of the 
Interior, under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the said Secretary. 
| $xc. 65. Allthings necessary to carry into effect the provisions of this act, 
| not otherwise herein specifically provided for, shall be done under the au- 
thority and direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Suc. 66. All funds of the tribe, and all moneys accruing under the provi- 
sions of this act, shall be paid out underthe direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior, and when required for per —_ payments shall be paid directly 
to each individual by an appointed officer of the United States, under the 
| direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sxc. 67. The Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be paid all just indebt- 
edness of said tribe existing at the date of the ratification of this act which 
may have lawfully been contracted, and warrants therefor regularly issued 
upon the several funds of the tribe, as also warrants drawn by authority of 
law hereafter and prior to the dissolution of the tribal government, such 

yments to be made from any funds in the United States Treasury belong 
ing to said tribe, and all such indebtedness of the tribe shall be paid in full 
before any pro rata distribution of the funds of the tribe shall be made. The 
Secretary of the Interior shall make such paymentsat the earliest time prac- 
ticable, and he shall make all needed rules and regulations to carry this pro- 
vision into effect. 7 

SEc. 68. Jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of Claims to exam- 
ine, consider, and adjudicate, with a right of my to the Supreme Court 
| of the United States by any party in interest feeling aggrieved at the deci- 
sion of the Court of Claims, any claim which the Cherokee tribe, or any band 
thereof, arising under treaty stipulations, may have against the United 
| States, upon which suit shall be instituted within two years after the ap- 
proval of this act; and also to examine, consider, and adjudicate any claim 
| which the United States may have against said tribe, or any band thereof. 
The institution, prosecution, or defense, as the case may be, on the part of 
the tribe or any band. of any such suit, shall be through attorneys employed 
| and to be compensated in the manner prescribed in sections 2103 to 2106, both 
inclusive, ot the Revised Statutes of the United States, the tribe acting 
through its principal chief in the employment of such attorneys, and the 
band acting through a committee recognized by the Secretary of the Interior. 
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The Court of Claims shall have full authority, by proper orders and proc- 
‘88, to make parties to any such suit all persons whose presence in the liti- 
gation it may deem necessary or proper to the final determination of the 
matt r in controversy, and any such suit shall, on motion of either party, be 
advanced on the dock t of either of said courts and be determined at the 
earliest practicable time. 

After the expiration of nine months after the date of the original 
allotment by or for any citizen of the Cherokee tribe as pro- 
instituted against such selection, and as 
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as practicable patent shall issue therefor. 
Sec 70. Allotments may be selected and 

minors by the fa ther or mother, if citizens, or by a guardian, or curator, or 

the administrator having charge of their estate, in the order named; and 

for prisoners, convi dand infirm persons, and soldiers and sailors of 
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the United States on juty outside of. the Indian Territory, by duly appointed | 
ager ts und rpowe rof attorne y; and for incompetents by guardians, curators, 
or other suitable persons akin to them; but it shall be the duty of said com- | 
mission to see that said selections are made for the best interests of such 
arties 
, Si 71. Any allott e taking as his allotment lands located around the 
Cherokee National Male &« y. the Cherokee National Female Seminary, 
or Che cee Orphan Asylum, which have not been reserved from allotment 
as herein prov ide dd, and upon Ww hich buildings, fences, or other property of 
the Cherokee Nation are located, such buildings, fences, or other property 
shall be appraised at the true value thereof and be paid for by the allottee 
taking such lands as his allotme nt, and the money to be paid into the Treas- 
ury of the United States to the credit of the Cherokee Nation. 
Sec. 72. Cherokee citizens may rent their allotments, when selected, for a | 


term not to « 
to exceed five years for agricul ae purposes, but without any stipulation 
or obligation to renew the same; but le ~ases for a period longer than one year 
for grazing pu rp ses and for a period longer than five years for agricultural 
purposes and for mineral purposes may also be made with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Interior and not otherwise. Any agreement or lease of 







any kind or character violative of this section shall be absolutely void and | 


not susceptible of ratification in any manner, and no rule of estoppel shall 
ever prevent the assertion of its invalidity. Cattle grazed upon leased allot- 
ments shall not be liable to any tribal tax, but when cattle are introduced 
into the Cherokee Nation and grazed on lands not selected as allotments by 
citizens the Secretary of the Interior shall collect from the owners thereof 
a reasonable grazing tax for the 
Revised Statutes of the United States shall not hereafter apply to Cherokee 
ianas. 

SEC 





. 73. The provisions of se 
1898, entitled ‘An act for the 
and for other purposes,” 
or other property of said tribe 
inconsistent with thi s agreement shall - 
tions 14 and 27 of said last-mentioned ac 
this agreement had not been made 

Sec. 74. This act shall not take effect or be of any validity until ratified by 
a majority of the whole number of votes cast by the legal voters of the Cher- 
okee Nation in the mann r following: 


ction 13 of theact of C ‘ongress approve d June 28, 
»rotection of the people of the Indian Territory, 


», and no act of Congress or treaty provision 
in force in said nation except sec- 
, Which shall continue in force as if 


SE ©. 75. The principal chief shall, within ten days after the passage of this 
A vy Congress. Row blic proclamation that the same shall be voted upon 
special election to be held for that purpose within thirty days thereafter, 

on a certain date therein named, and he shall appoint such officersand make 


The 


such other provisions as mé Ly be necessary for holding such election. 


votes cast at suc th election shall be forthwith duly certified as required by | 


» law, and the votes shall be counted by the Cherokee national coun- 
then in session, and if not in session the principal chief shall convenean 
rdinary session for the purpose, in the presence of a member of the 








extra 






Comn: n to the Five Civilized Tribes, and said member and the principal 
chief shall jointly make certificate thereof and proclamation of the result, 
and transmit the same to the President of the United States. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
second 


Mr. CURTIS. Iask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
red as ordered. 
The SPEAKER. 





The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous 
consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there objection? 

After a pause.| The Chair hears none. The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Kansas for twenty minutes and the gentle- 


man from Tennessee |[Mr. RicHARDsSON] for twenty minutes. 
Mr. { a ae I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Ark ansas LITTL 
LIT IL. Mr. iid I only desire to say in relation to 
his bil 1 that I feel anxious for its passage. It is one of anumber 


to the final setflement of conditions in the 


of agreements leading 








Indian Territory. This bill app lies particularly to what is known 
as the Cherokee Nation, providing for allotment ‘of land and settle- 

vent of the affairs of th: it Territory. Itis not an agreement, 
however, but the bill was prepared by the re presentatives of the 
Indian government, together rw the Commission, and under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The bill has passed the Senate, has had the careful considera- 
tion of the committee of the House, and it is the concurrent 


opinion of all the committee that it should pass. There never 
has been, since the present policy of the Government has begun, 
an agreement obtained with this tribe. It is believed that this 
bill will receive their ratification, and it is sufficient to say that 
it must be ratified before it becomes a law. In other words, this 
is simply a proposition made by the Government to the Indians 
of Ze s tribe, subject to ratification by them. 

_ GAINES of Tennessee. I would like toask the gentleman 
if . pee care of the property of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South in the Indian Territory? 

Mr. LITTLE. 
man calls my attention was not, in my opinion, properly guarded 
when the bill was first introduced; but the bill has been amended, 
and it secures to the church the 160 acres and to all the churches 
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homesteads designated for | 


xceed one year for g1 razing purposes only, and for a period not | 


benefit of the tribe, and section 2117 of the | 


* shail not apply to or in any manner affect the lands | 


I will say that the matter to which the gentle- | 
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and denominations in possession of property under the treaty of 
1866. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I just learned of the matter this 
morning, through a letter which I received, and have been in- 
vestigating it to-day. 

Mr. LITTLE. The church retains the property under the arti- 
cle of the treaty of 1866, with all the rights they had and with the 
additional right to purchase the title outright at $10 per acre, if 
they so desire. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not care to say anything further unless 
some gentleman desires information. As far as the bill is con- 
cerned, it meets my approval. I believe it is important and nec- 
essary for the conduct of the affairs of the Government in reach- 
ing a conclusion and a final settlement of the affairs of this tribe. 
The bili in many particulars is not what I would make if my 
views alone were consulted, but upon the whole I give it my sup- 
port as the best that can ke obtained under the circumstances, and 
I hope it will receive the approval of the tribe and hasten the d; ay 
when each Indian may receive his allotment and the country be 
prepared for government. 

Mr. CURTIS. I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker, 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennessee { Mr. 
RICHARDSON] requested me to state to the Chair that he desired 
to yield five minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS}. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, there is a provision 
in this bill I object to, but inasmuch as the Committee on Indian 
Affairs have refused to adopt the amendment I proposed, I can 
not now present the amendment to this House under the rule of 
the House. The amendment was proposed at the end of section 
30, and is as follows: 

Provided, That all persons who have suits now pending in the courts of the 
Territory to establish the claimants’ rights of citizenship and enrollment, 
and masters in chancery have found in favor of such claimants, such claim- 
ants shall have the right to prosecute such suits to final judgment. 

I find that among the suits that have been brought in that Terri- 
tory to establish rights of citizenship, the judges of the Territory 
have appointed masters in chancery to pass upon many of these 
cases. 

These masters have passed upon the cases and reports are pend- 
ing before these courts, and these citizens in endeavoring to ob- 

tain their rights to enrollment have spent considerable money in 


| the employ of counsel and considerable time and trouble in pre- 


paring their cases, and they should, in my judgment, have the 
right to prosecute their suits to final judgment. If this treaty is 
adopted, their rights will be lost, the money they have spent in 
establishing their rights and in bringing their suits will be lost 
to them entirely, and a great many of them, I understand, have 
farms in the Territory upon which they have lived for years and 
will lose if this amendment is not adopted. I do not believe this 
bill should be passed in this shape. 

Mr. CURTIS. I now yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
LACEY]. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, at this late hour in the session I 
will not attempt to discuss the details of this voluminous Dill. 
This session of Congress marks an epoch in the history of the In- 
dian Territory. We have provided for the Chickasaws, the 
Choctaws, and the Creeks, and the Kaws in Oklahoma. These 
several bills make a long step in the direction of complete civ- 
ilization and individual ownership of the land and of the other 
steps necessary to entirely change conditions in the Indian Ter- 
ritory. 

This bill was drawn by joint committees from the Committe 
on Indian Affairs of the House and Senate. Much time and I: sbor ir 
were bestowed upon it; and while it might be interesting to ex- 
plain the details of the bill, I only take so much time as is neces- 
sary to inform the House asto the methods adopted in endeavo ring 
to prepare a safe bill to meet the conditions in that Territory. 

Mr. STEELE. I should like to ask a question in regard to the 
manner of selling lots on these reservations. 

Mr.CURTIS. Thesame policy is followed as in the other trea- 
ties, except that where membersof thetribe have already purchased 
lots from the tribe and are in possession, they are permitted to 
perfect their title by paying 25 per cent of the appr: aised value. 


Mr. STEELE. How is it in regard to the sale of lots in town 
sites? Do the proceeds go to the town? 

Mr. CURTIS. No; to the nation, because the nation owns the 
title. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, if no one desires to occupy further time, I 
ask for a vote. 

The question being taken, 
pend the rules and pass the bill was agreed to (two-thirds v otil 
in favor thereof.) 


the motion of Mr. CurRTIS to sus- 
1g 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. DAHLE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to exte 
in the Recorp his remarks on free rural delivery. 


nd 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 12086. An act to extend the time for the construction of 
the East Washington Heights Traction Railroad Company; 

H. R. 14082. An act to provide for the construction of a bridge 
by the Duluth, Pierre nol Black Hills Railroad Company across 
the Missouri River at Pierre, S. Dak.; 

H. R. 12597. An act to accept, ratify, and confirm a proposed 
agreement submitted by the Kansas or Kaw Indians of Okla- 
homa, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 12549. An act granting an increase of pension to Ransom 
Simmons; 


H. R. 11656. An act to incorporate The Society of the Army of | 


Santiago de Cuba; 

H. R. 11400. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act in rela- 
tion to taxes and tax sales in the District of Columbia,’’ approved 
February 28, 1898; 

H. R. 9960. An act to prevent a false branding or marking of 
food and dairy products as to the State or Territory in which they 
are made or produced; 

H. R. 7018. An act granting an increase of pension to James E. 

‘reeman; 
. |. R. 8209. An act for the relief of P. A. McClain; 


H. R. 97. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish | 


certificates in lieu of lost or destroyed discharges; 
H. R. 18172. An act to ratify and confirm an agreement with 


the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and for other pur- | 


oses: 


R. 11171. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Nalley; | 


H. 

H. R. 14019. An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes; and 


H. R. 5809. An act for the further distribution of the reports | 


of the Supreme Court, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills and 
joint resolution of the following titles: 

S. R. 118. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 
Arturo R. Calvo, of Costa Rica; 

S. 6091. An act extending the time for making final proof in 
desert-land entries in Yakima County, State of Washington; 


S. 4792. An act relative to control of dogs in the District of | 


Columbia; 


S. 4762. An act to prevent any consular officer of the United | 
States from accepting any appointment from any foreign state | 


as administrator, guardian, or to any other office of trust, with- 
out first executing a bond, with security, to be approved by the 
Secretary of State; and 


. 1949. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to ap- | 


point George H. Paul a warrant machinist in the Navy. 
UNITED STATES COURTS IN ALABAMA, 


Mr. WILEY. I move to suspend the rules and pass, with the 
amendments now included in it, the bill (H. R. 14839) providing 
that the circuit court of appeals of the fifth judicial circuit of the 
United States shall hold at least one term of said court annually 
in the city of Montgomery, in the State of Alabama, on the first 
Monday in September in each year. 

The bill with the amendments was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the circuit court of nese of the fifth judicial 


circuit of the United States is hereby authorized and required to hold one 
term of said court in the city of Montgomery, in the State of Alabama, on | 
the first Monday in September in each year. 

- 2. That all appeals, writs of error, and other appellate proceedings 
which may, after the date of this act, be taken or prosecuted from the cir- 


cuit or district courts of the United States in the State of Alabama to the 
court of appeals of the fifth circuit shall be heard and disposed of by the 


8a urt of appeals at the terms of the court held in Montgomery in pur- 
81 eof this act: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall prevent 
the court from hearing appeals or writs of error wherever the said court 


t, in cases of injunctions and in all other cases which under the stat- 
utes and the rules, or in the opinion of the court, are entitled to be brought 
toa speedy hearing. 


3. That this act shall not operate to prevent the said court from hold- | 


er terms in the city of Montgomery or in such other places in the said 
idicial circuit as said court may from time to time designate. 


“EC. 4. That chapter 517 of 26 United States Statutes at Large is hereby | 


an ed in accordance with the provisions of this act. 

5. That the clerk of said court is authorized and permitted to pay out 
© fees and emoluments of his office (first) the expenses incurred by him 
transporting from his office in New Orleans, La., to Montgomery, Ala., 
and in transporting from Montgomery, Ala., to New Orleans, La., the rec- 
rcs, books, papers, files, dockets, and supplies necessary for the use of the 
tat its terms to be held in Montgomery, Ala.; (second) an allowance for 

expenses not exceeding ten dollars per day to cover travel and sub- 


isiness connected with his saic office, such expenses and allowance to be 
Prov edand allowed by the senior circuit judge of the fifth judicial district. 
(he question being taken, the motion of Mr. WiLry to suspend 


the rules and pass the bill was agreed to (two-thirds voting in 
favor thereof), 
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e for each day he may be required to be present at Montgomery, Ala., | 
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CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I present the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the bill providing a civil 
government for the Philippine Islands. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the report be printed without reading, and that only the 
statement of the House conferees be read. 

There was no objection. 

The report was read. 

[For conference report see page 7668. ] 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House on the disagreeing vote of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the House to Senate bill No 229, entitled “A 
billtemporarily to provide for the administration of affairs of civil govern- 

| ment in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” state that the Sen- 
ate have receded from their disagreement to the House amendment. and 
agree to the same with an amendment in the nature of a substitute, and that 
the result of this agreement is as follows, to wit: 

There were three important points of difference between the two Houses, 
namely, provisions in the House bill for a legislature; another in relation to 
lands; and another in relation to coinage. The Senate recedes from its dis- 
agreement to the provision for a legislature, and agrees to it with an amend- 
ment providing that within two years after the census, provided for in the 
| House bill, has been completed, if, in the meanwhile, a condition of general 
yeace and good order shall have prevailed, the President shall order the 
>hilippine Commission to call, and the Commission shall call, a general elec- 
| tion for the choice of delegates to a popular assembly of the people of that 
yo of the islands not inhabited by Moros and pagan tribes, which shall 

¥ known as the Philippine Assembly. As to the qualification of voters, the 
| power of the assembly, and of the legislature, and the qualification of the 
members of the assembly, the Senate has agreed substantially to the House 
poermnes. This also provides for two commissioners, to be elected by the 
egislature. 

The Senate further recedes from its disagreement to the provisions of the 
House bill relating to public lands, and agrees to the same with an amend- 
ment reducing the amount of land to be held by corporations from 2,000 hec- 
tares to 1,024 hectares. The Senate has further agreed to the House provisions 
restricting the ownership and control by members of corporations, and cor- 
| porations, of mining and agricultural lands, with additional stringent provi- 
| sions limiting these holdings. 
| In the coinage provision sapere, the Senate recedes from its provision for 
| the coinage of a Philippine silver dollar, and the House recedes from its pro- 

vision for the establishment of a gold standard. The report agrees upon the 
provisions for subsidiary coins and minor coins, the names of which are to be 
those contained in the House bill, and substantially as provided for in the 
House bill. 

The provisions relating to banks are eliminated from the bill. 

The bill contains the legislative limitations and bill of rights, complete, as 
in the House bill. 

The mining provisions of the bill reported are a combination of the provi- 
| sions of the mining features of the two bills. 

Otherwise, the bill does not substantially differ from the bill passed by the 


House, 
HENRY ALLEN COOPER, 
SERENO E. PAYNE, 
E. D. CRU MPACKER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 





Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker,I wish to say a word 
| to the House concerning the provisions of the bill reported by the 
conferees. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, as I understand, under 
the rule that has been adopted the gentleman from Wisconsin, the 
chairman of the Committee on Insular Affairs, has now an hour. 

The SPEAKER. He has an hour if he desires to use it. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Will there be any time for this side 
of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not answer that question. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I will ask the gentleman from Wis- 
consin whether he expects to use all of his hour? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I will give the gentleman one- 
half of the time. 

One of the chief difficulties in the conference was to reconcile 
the differences of opinion concerning the coinage provisions of the 
respective bills. The House bill, the members of the House will 
| remember, provided for the establishment of the gold standard in 
the Philippines. We wished to establish it there to do away with 
the evil which is always felt by exporters and importers, where 
there is a fluctuating currency, with the inevitable charge on in- 
coming and outgoing business. 

The Senate, however, were of the opinion that under the pro- 
| visions of the bill as passed by the House it would be impossible 
to maintain the gold standard. They were unwilling to adopt the 
American system of money, as were also the House conferees. 
| The House conferees were absolutely and unalterably opposed to 
anything looking to the unlimited coinage of a Filipino silver dol- 
lar, and therefore it was impossible to reach an agreement other- 
wise than the one set forth in the conference report. In other 
words, the status quo is maintained practically, or will be main- 
tained, under the provisions of the reported bill, with the exception 
that the bill allows the Commission to coin subsidiary coins of the 
degree of fineness, bearing the names, and of the size of the sub- 
sidiary coinage provided for in the original House bill. 

The provision concerning franchises has been rendered more 
strict, if possible, than the original very strict provision in the 
House bill. A perusal of that provision by the members of the 
House will make that fact very plain. I have no doubt, nor has 
anyone who was upon the conference any doubt, that the exploi- 
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tation of the Philippine Islands will be absolutely impossible 
under this bill. The only doubt in the minds of anyone upon 
the conference was a doubt expressed by one of the Senate con- 
ferees, and approved by his associate conferee, that the bill as 
now reported is too strict in that regard. 

Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 
permit an interruption? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. As the bill now stands, the Phil- 
ippine Commission has the right and power to dispose of public 
lands substantially as in the House bill, except the limitation as 
to amount, has it not? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 
ber of acres to any corporation? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is about 2,500 acres, or 1,024 
hectares. We put it in that number, as the gentleman knows 
from his familiarity with the metric system, to preserve it in rec- 
tangular form. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 
the timber? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No, sir; they have the power to 
grant licenses to cut, under the very stringent provisions, if the 
gentleman read it, as the Spanish law is reported 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. How about the disposition of the 
mineral lands? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In that respect it is a combination 
of the two bills. There is a prohibition uvon any corporation 
having one mine and controlling another, ard also a prohibition 
upon a member of a corporation engaged in mining there from 
being in any way engaged in any other corporation owning a 
mine. That is carried also to the agricultural lands of the island, 
and not only that, but instead of the law providing, as we had it, 
that this provision shall be held to extend to a member of the cor- 
poration, we change the phraseology so that it now reads that such 
a holding in two or more mines shall be unlawful for any mem- 
ber, making it an absolute violation of the law. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. And this can all be done without 
submitting the regulations and rules to Congress for its approval, 
can it not? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 


But it is more strict than that. 
They still have that power? 
They still have that power; yes, 


What is the limit as to the num- 


They still have the power to lease 





There is a provision which re- 


quires the Commission to submit to Congress rules and regula- | 


tions for the general disposition of the public lands. It will be 
absolutely impossible before the next session of this Congress to 


more than touch the very rim, the margin, of the enormous 
acveage of forests in those islands. There are 73,000,000 acres of 


land in the islands, and only 5,000,000 of that is under private 
ownership. There are about 50,000,000 acres of virgin forests 
untouched for hundreds of years, and, as everybody knows, the 
Spaniards have been unwilling to do anything with those and 
unwilling to let anybody else do anything with them. 

The result is that for generations there has been utter business 
stagnation in many partsof theislands. Under this law they can 
only cuit timber under the most rigid restrictions—the restrictions 
)f the Spanish law with such amendments as may be made by the 


‘ 

Commission—and no one on the conference, and I think no candid, 
well-informed person anywhere can have a doubt but that all 
improper exploitation is absolutely prohibited. The law is similar 


to the present German and French forestry laws, under which 
they cut only the matured timber. and do not devastate and lay 
waste great tracts of forest. as we do in this country, and then 
have to wait for themeto grow up again. 

Mr. WATSON. Has the gentleman said anything about the 
legislative provision? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Indiana asks me to say a word about the legislative provision. 

The House legislative provision is retained practically intact, 
with this exception, that instead of the election being ordered by 
the President and the Commission immediately upon the com- 
pletion of the census provided for in the original House bill, a 
period of two years is required: to elapse subsequent to the com- 
pletion of that census, in which there must be general order and 
peace in the archipelago. Then the provision of the statute will 
be mandatory, requiring the calling of a general election fora 
popular assembly of the people of the islands. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Canthe Commission, in their discretion, order 
a popular election before the expiration of two years? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. They can not. There must be 
two years of peace. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 
this census to be taken? 


As the bill now stands, when is 
What are the conditions? 
Just the provisions of the original 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
‘ . 


/out enacting any legislation for the Philippines, than that 
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House bill, As soon as there shall be a condition of general and 
complete peace throughout the archipelago, the Commission sha]| 
certify that fact to the President, and upon being satisfied thereon 
the President certifies the fact to the Commission. and the com. 
mission then, under the mandatory provision of the bill, arp 
required to proceed with the taking of acensus. After the co. 
pletion of the census, two years of peace having elapsed, the pro- 


| vision again is mandatory that there shall be an election. 


Mr. SULZER. Does that mean peace with the Moros also? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No, sir; only in the territory ou} 
side of the Moro and other non-Christian territory. = 

Mr. SULZER. General peace with the Filipinos? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. General peace with the Filipinos 
I yield to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Jongs} and 
reserve the balance of my time. ' 

Mr. BARTLETT. Before the gentleman sits down, may I ask 
a question? ; 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I supposed it was 
understood that I yielded one-half of the hour to the gentlemay 
from Virginia [Mr. Jonges.] If necessary I give it again to him 
and reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, it would be impossible 
for me in the time at my command to inform the House as to the 
changes which have been made by the conference committee in 
the Senate bill as amended in this House. The statement which 
has been read tothe House gives no adequate idea as to the 
changes which have been made. No member of the House other 
than the conferees has the slightest conception as to what those 
changes are. It may be that the gentlemen who sign this state- 
ment have not regarded them as of sufficient importance to be men- 
tioned, but the changes involve the provisions of almost every 
section of this most important measure. 

It is true, Mr. Speaker, that the three chief points of difference 
between the House bill and the Senate bill are those which have 
been mentioned by the distinguished chairman of the committee: 
but there are many other provisions in the House bill which have 
been most materially changed, and members are now expected 
and required to vote for or against this conference report in utter 
ignorance of hundreds of its provisions. It seems to me, Mr. 
Speaker, that we are not.so pressed for time, even at this late 
day in the session, as to be required to vote on a measure of this 
great importance without the slightest consideration being given 
to its many new provisions. 

In my judgment, this conference report is somewhat an im- 
provement upon the House bill, as well as that of the Senate, and 
yet this is but my opinion. Other gentlemen are entitled to have 
opinions of their own—opinions which it is impossible for them 
to have under the circumstances. The bill as agreed to in con- 
ference reduces the number of acres of agricultural land which 
a corporation may acquire from 5,000 acres, as fixed in the House 
bill, to 2,500 acres. This is unquestionably an improvement on 
the House. But, Mr. Speaker, it must be remembered that the 
Senate billdid not provide for the sale of a single acre of this 
public land, and in that respect the Senate bill was infinitely a 
better bill than the House bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 
a question. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. As I understood the Senate Dill, 
it did not contain a provision preventing a member of a corpora- 
tion becoming a stockholder in some other corporation. Is t! 
provision as passed by the House still in the bill agreed upon by 
the conference? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I am unable to answer my col- 
league’s question. The Senate bill, I will say to my colleague. 
contained no provision for the sale of an acre of the public lands 
in the Philippine Islands, agricultural or other. os 

Now, Mr. Speaker, so far as I am personally concerned, I would 
infinitely prefer to see this bill fail, to see Congress adjourn with- 


I would like to ask my colleague 


t 
i 


} 
hea 


measure so unjust and fraught with so much danger should 
imposed upon the Philippine people. I think that the inhalit- 
ants of the Philippine Islands would be infinitely better of 
under the present Taft Commission, acting solely under military 
authority, than they will be if this bill becomes law. This meas- 
ure provides that the government of the Philippine Islands shall 
prepare rules and regulations for the sale and disposition of the 
public agricultural lands. But it also confers upon the goveri- 
ment the authority to go ahead and dispose of these lands be- 
fore the rules and regulations provided for have been prepat d. 


| So that it will be absolutely within the power of the govern: 


ment of the Philippine Islands created by this bill to dispos: of 
every single acre of public lands in the Philippine Islands before 
a single rule or regulation is framed if this conference report 
adopted. 


The Senate bill also provides for the preparation of rules and 
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regulations for the sale of these lands, but until those rules have 
been prepared and approved by the President and submitted to 


Congress not an acre of land could be sold under the provisions | 


of the Senate bill. 

For this reason, if for none other, Iam unable to support this 
report. The Taft Commission has no power now to sell these 
lands, and if this legislation should fail they would have none. 

A great deal was said during the debate upon this question, 
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when the House bill was under consideration, by gentlemen on | 


the other side of this Chamber concerning the popular-assembly 
feature of the bill. I would like to ask any gentleman on that 
side nowif he thinks that the provision which has been agreed 
upon by the conferees is that which the House bill contained when 
he voted for it. 

If this report is adopted, no man is wise enough to say when, if 
ever, the Philippine people will be permitted to vote for a popular 
assembly. In the first place, a census must be taken. How long 
will be required to take a census throughout the Philippine Is- 
lands I am unable to say, andI do not think anybody else can say. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Is not the gentleman aware that 
the House bill contained a provision for a census? 

* Mr. JONES of Virginia. Iam; but after the census here pro- 
vided for has been taken, it must be printed, and it must be pub- 
lished, and then two years must elapse before the President can 
issue his proclamation; and he can not issue his proclamation un- 


til he is satisfied that there isa condition of general and complete | 
I do not think that any gentleman | 


peace throughout the islands. 
on this floor believes that the time will come within the next gen- 
eration when the President will be able to issue this proclama- 
tion. if there ever will be a time when he will be able honestly to 
sav that there is general and complete peace in those islands. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, is not the gentleman 
aware that there has been general and complete peace in all but 
the non-Christian provinces of the archipelago, except in three, 
in 34 out of the 37, for practically a year? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. No; I do not know that there has 


been general and complete peace in the Philippine Islands for | 


practically a year. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That isthe testimony, practically 
uncontradicted, before our committee; and the testimony of the 
civil governors is to the same effect. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I donot know, Mr. Speaker, of any 
such thing. My information is just to the contrary. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I mean the Christian provinces. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. The time may come when there will 
be no organized armed opposition to the United States forces in 
those islands, but the time has not yet come, if it ever does come, 
when there is absolute, complete, and general peace throughout 


the islands; and the President is required to wait for those condi- | 


tions before he can issue his proclamation. How long it will re- 
quire to take this census no man can say. 


It requires several years to take, print, and publish a census in | 
this country, and if it should require as long in the Philippine | 
Islands the President must wait five or six years before he issues | 


his proclamation, evenif he should think that there is there a con- 
dition of general and complete peace. If it be true, as General 
Taft testified when here, if the statement made by him in an ar- 
ticle which he recently published in The Outlook be well founded, 


then the Federal party in the Philippine Islands is destined to ex- | 


perience a great disappointment. The members of that party 
have been led to believe that this Congress would enact legislation 
which would at once give them a large share in the government 
of their country. When they learn how far away is the day when 
they will be permitted to vote for members of a popular legisla- 
tive assembly, keen, indeed, will be their disappointment. 

Mr. Speaker, as one of the House conferees I could not, of 
course, sign this report, entertaining the viewsI do. If my aver- 
sion to the Republican policy of imperialism were far less deep 


rooted than it is, I could not support a measure which does not, 
on lis not intended for years to come, to give the Filipinos any 


hare in the government under which they are to live—a govern- 


ment which is expressly empowered to strip the forests of the | 


Philippines of their valuable timbers and to sell every acre of the 
millions of acres of valuable public agricultural lands there. This 
measure fastens for years to come upon the Filipinos a govern- 
tment In which they will have no part, but which will never- 
theless exercise absolute control over their lives, property, and 


lib rties. 


Whilst this bill is entitled a bill to temporarily provide a civil | 


government for the Philippine Islands, there is not a word, a 
ine, or a syllable in it which limits the existence of the govern- 
ment created by it to one year, or ten years, or a hundred years, 


- a S — years. This, to me, is an insurmountable objec- 
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More than this, Mr. Speaker, if it were satisfactory to me in 
other respects, and I believed it to be an improvement on the 
government in existence in the Philippine Islands now, I could 
not vote for it. I could never support a measure affecting the 
rights and liberties of 10,000,000 human beings which did not 
define what was to be the future policy of our Government in re- 
gard tothem. They have the right to know what our purposes 
are. The American people have a right to know. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. | 

Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the statement of 
our friends show that both the Senate bill and the House bill 
have been eliminated and a substitute adopted by the conference 
committee, and we are to vote upon this substitute without 
knowing what it is. I am not surprised that the members who 





| intend to support this bill desire to do so with as little informa- 


tion as possible. If I were going to support it I would do as they 
do, close my eyes and vote for it regardless of what was init. A 
great many changes no doubt have been made. There were sev- 
eral differences between the two bills, the Senate bill and the 
House bill, and we have had a statement which refers to a very 
few of those differences. 

I desire to call your attention briefly to the provision for a leg- 


| islature in the Philippine Islands. It was rather a harmless pro- 


vision as passed by the House, but it is made much less harmless 
to exploiters since it has come back from the conferees. If they 
should proceed in good faith under that provision, it would 
probably be five years before they would get a legislative as- 


| sembly in the Philippine Islands. As it passed the House, it might 


have been probably two or three years, but it has been extended. 
| It was feared that the time allowed in the House bill would not 
give the Philippine Commission time to vote away and dispose 
of the public property of the Filipinos before they had a voice 
in the legislation. 

We first have to have peace. The chairman of the committee 
Says we already have peace, Well, it takes a larger army in the 
| Philippine Islands to maintain peace than in any other country of 
that size in the world that I know of—more than it took in the 
whole United States to maintain peace. But admitting that we 
have peace, we will see whether those who act under this bill will 
recognize the statement of the gentleman from Wisconsin as true 
and proceed at once to take this census. Is there any limitation 





within which the census is to be taken? None. And then two 
| long years are to expire after the census has been taken and pub- 
lished before the Philippine Islands are to have a legislative 
assembly. 

The power is given in this bill to the Philippine Commission to 
proceed at once, without any legislation, to vote away and dispose 
of all the valuable land and valuable timber. I do not say timber 
land, but when you give these timber sharks authority to go into 
| the fine timbers of those islands, establish their mills, and set their 
| men to work, what control will some little American officer have 
| over them in trying to limit them to trees of a certain dimension? 
There might be some hopes of keeping within regulations if the 
regulators were not men of the same country and the same people 
as the exploiters are. 

It is not the Filipinos who are to guard and protect the public 
| timber that belongs to their people, but it is an American sent 
| there to guard American exploiters and keep them within certain 
regulations. 

I agree with my colleague from Virginia [Mr. Jo8rs] when he 
says that he would rather see the Filipino people continue as they 
now are under the present law than to see the bill before the 
House enacted into law. Now their public property is safe; it 
can not be voted away; but the gentleman from Wisconsin will 
find that when this bill becomes a law, it will not be long before 
the valuable lands, timbers, franchises, and other desirable public 
| property of the Filipinos will be in the hands of American ex- 
| ploiters, and that is what this bill is for, and it ought to be beaten. 
Taseteuse on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I now yield ten minutes 
to the gentleman from Missouri |Mr. De ArMonp]. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, as has already been stated, 
| and as must be evident to everyone, in voting upon this confer- 
| ence report we shall vote in the dark, because it is entirely im- 
possible to know what it contains. The gentlemen who are upon 
| the conference committee, and who framed the report, may be 
| supposed to know what it does contain, but the rest of us can not 
possibly know, and no opportunity will be given for us to learn. 
The report is not to be printed. It seems to be regarded as ncc- 
essary that the measure be passed at once, passed in the dark 
rather than in the light, passed without information rather than 
with it. 

This is not so remarkable or startling after all, because the 
| whole course of legislation on the subject has been in the dark. 
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Nowhere, at no time, in no degree, has the House or the Senate 
or the country been informed as to the ultimate purpose of the 
gentlemen in the majority. They either do not know themselves 
or, knowing, have not the courage to declare to the country what 
their purpose is. If they do not know, it seems to me they ought 
to pause in their legislation until they acquire some knowledge 
on the subject. If they do know, it must go without saying that 
their purpose can not be good, or they would not so persistently 
conceal it. 

It is right evident, however, from the general scope of the leg- 
islation and the general purpose which has characterized those 
who project it, that one purpose is to give the Filipino no voice 
or part in the government of his own land, his own person, his 
own interests. The rule is to be an alien rule. The model is to 
be found in the policy of England in Ireland and South Africa 
and India. We are to follow, I suppose, as closely as we can, the 
English plan. We are to depart as far as we may from the 
American scheme of government. We are to proceed upon the 
theory that the governed have no rights except in submission to 
those who govern them, no duty except te conform to their rulers’ 
inclinations and interests. 

It would have been very startling in this country a short time 
since if anybody had announced that the American model of 
government would be abandoned so soon and the English model 
taken up so passively and so completely. In this land, peopled 
and enriched with the blood and the brain and the genius of those 
who fled here from English oppression, it does seem strange and 
somewhat startling even now that we are to have, under the 
American flag, and by the act of the American Congress, and 
through the ministration of American officers, the English system 
carried out in the Philippines, with its influence to come back 
and plague us here at home. 

What the fruits will be we can only determine from what they 
have been. The feeling between England and Ireland is bitter 
and implacable, not because the Irishman has not the natural 
elements of affection, for he is warm hearted and loving, but be- 
cause he has suffered for years and years under alien rule and 
landlordism and wrong; because the wrongs have sunk so deep 
into his heart that neither time nor distance can ever eradicate 
them. So it must be in far away Boerland, where two republics 
have been destroyed by this policy; where a large portion of the 
people have been swept off the face of the earth for no greater 
crime than loving liberty and being attached to their own form 
of government, and having the courage and manhood to maintain 
against overwhelming numbers and tremendous odds and for a 
long period of time a brave resistance. 

In all the time given to the preparation of this legislation, in 
all the hatchings and counselings of the committee, with all the 
secrecy and furtiveness that have characterized it, clearly some 
things have been omitted from the bill and the conference re- 
port. Not a blow has been struck at slavery or polygamy in the 
Philippine Islands. When a proposition was submitted here and 
voted upon in Committee of the Whole to amend this bill so as to 
prohibit slavery there, the gentlemen on the other side of the 
Hall voted almost solidly against it. This bill does not interfere, 
and will not interfere in the slightest degree, with the privileges 
and prerogatives and perquisites of His Highness the Sultan of 
Sulu. He still remains in the pay of the freest and best Govern- 

ment of the earth. We give him still $2,500 a year with which 
to support his harem and increase his stock of slaves. 

This conference report, if we may judge from what we read in 
the papers this morning, was matured in the calm hours of the 
Sabbath. Thecapsheaf of perfection was put upon it in the wan- 
ing hours of Sunday night and the dawning hours of Monday 
morning. It was a labor of love,a labor of purity and exaltation, 
a labor of patriotism, from which the conferees representing this 
side of the House were excluded as unworthy to participate and 
not holy enough for these Sabbath-day proceedings of the con- 
ferees, though good enough to go to church. 

Our Republican brethren, taking counsel of one another, framed 
and fashioned this conference report in the hours of the Sabbath 
day and in the watches of the Sabbath night—fashioned it to suit 
themselves. The Republican conferees being plvased with it, 
their fellow-members upon that side are prepared to gulp it down 
without knowing and without caring what isin it. Confident 
that the interests which it is their purpose to protect—the inter- 
est of the exploiter and the promoter, the interest of the man 
who desires that the Philippine Islands shall be retained for what 
can be made out of them by him and his friends—confident, I 
suppose, that these interests have been looked after and protected, 
they are satisfied; and as for the Filipinos, oh, it makes no dif- 
ference about them! 

The Sultan of Sulu and the datos and the other slaveholders 
and polygamists have not been interfered with; and as to those 
humble Christian people—neither slave owners nor polygamists— 
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who simply fight for liberty and die for liberty, it does not make 
any difference what becomes of them; that is a bagetelle; let it go! 

The hours of Sunday are not long enough—the day is too holy— 
for any of it to be devoted to work of that kind. 

After careful, long, thoughtful deliberation, they are to do what? 
Tomake men freer? Toincrease the opportunities of the ordinary 
citizen of this country or those unfortunates who dwell in the 
Philippines? Oh,no. To increase the opportunities for Ameri- 
can and English corporations, to broaden the field of their opera- 
tions, to increase the opportunities of syndicates, to prepare the 
way for fostering in the Philippine Islands the production of a 
thousand and one things which may be sold in the markets of the 
pee in deadly competition with the products of free American 

abor. 

The time will come when the laboring men of this country will 
be compelled to rise up in their might and for self-preservation 
strike down those who forget them now, and recklessly wrong 
them here. Every step taken in this legislation, and every act 
done, every motive displayed, is hostile to the best interests of 
American citizenship, is against American labor, is contrary to 
the principles of the American Constitution, is violative of the 
rights of the Filipinos, and beneficial only to the small coterie 
who contribute liberally to the campaign fund, and who desire 
to replenish and to increase their stores by spoils wrested from 
the Filipinos. And so it goes; so it goes. 

Civil government for the Filipinos! Civil government in which 
the Filipinos do not participate; civil government in which the 
Filipinos have no part; civil government which the Filipinos do 
not desire; civil government, not for the benefit of the American 
citizen, but for the American promoter, the American syndicate 
organizer, the American capitalist, the American boss, the Ameri- 
can contributor to campaign funds, used to corrupt the needy 
voter, to overcome the judgment of the honest element of Ameri- 
can citizens, and win victories by false pretenses and more posi- 
tive wrong. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. 
time I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes remaining, 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I yield three minutes to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES]. 

Mr. GAINES or Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I would be delighted 
to discuss this bill, but I shall employ the three minutes I have 
in referring somewhat to the speech of the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. LANpIS], who a few days ago, as his speech showed, 
reported in the REcoRD at page 7821, stated: ‘‘I have on my desk 
a bill that the gentleman introduced, repealing the war taxes six 
months after the tax had been repealed,’’ alluding to myself as 
the gentleman in question. Mr. Speaker, that statement is not 
true; it is not correct. 

On December 7, 1899, I introduced a bill entitled ‘‘A bill to 
amend the war-revenue act, approved June 13, 1898, so as to 
exempt benevolent orders from its operation.’’ Then follows the 
provision for stripping these benevolent orders of the burden of 
stamping their checks, etc. About four months after that, 
March 2, 1901, the Republican party, following my advice, as 
usual [laughter], used the suggestion made in my bill and re- 
pealed this tax, and it became a law,of course. Some timeafter 
that, in July last, I left the United States and went, as you all 
know, or at least have heard about [laughter], to the Philippine 
Islands, and returned 

A MemBer. Why did you not stay there? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Because I wanted to get back 
under the Constitution of the United States; that is why I did not 
stay. I wanted to get back into a white man’s country, where 
white men ought to be, and where the Americans ought to stay. 
Mr. Speaker, I came back. I reached Washington on December 
5, late in the afternoon, and on the next day I was sworn in and 
introduced 44 bills the same day in the House. [Laughter on the 
Republican side.] Some of these bills have been ‘followed, as 
usual, by the Republicans in mapping out legislation that is good. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. Speaker, it seems I am indispensable to the welfare of the 
country, at least so long as the Republican party remains 1n 
power. [Laughter.] Now, in that great number of bills, hur- 
riedly preparing them in only a few hours, by mistake, by a mere 
oversight, as you can very easily see, the bill which I had intro- 
duced December 7, 1899, and which became a law, was reitro- 
duced December 6, 1901, and I have it here on my desk. Mr. 
Speaker, was anybody hurt? I do not care anything about that 
mistake, but another matter I desire—— , 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker—— ei 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Coor! rn] 
is recognized, 


Mr. Speaker, I would ask how much 
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Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, how much time 
have I remaining? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty minutes remaining. 

Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Tennessee may have time to conclude his re- 
marks. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I only want about five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Tennessee may have five minutes 
in which to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. I object. 

TheSPEAKER. Objectionismade. The gentleman from Wis- 
consin is recognized. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute 
to the gentleman from California [Mr. CoomBs]. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a few remarks 


concerning the particular feature of the bill to establish a civil | 


government for the Philippines which proposes an institution in 
the way of a popular assembly. 

To my mind this is one of the most important essentials of this 
bill, not in the way of carrying out any promise, expressed or im- 
plied, but as an earnest of that effort on our part to provide instru- 
ments for the better education of the people of the Philippines 
and as the forerunner of more comprehensive ideas on their part 


of the theories and practices of government. I look upon a legis- | 


lative assembly, or any public gathering under the law, as an 
instrument for the dissemination of knowledge, and especially 
knowledge of that peculiar kind the grasp of which is required as 
a fundamental requisite in popular government. 

| happened once to be traveling in a foreign country whose 
history dates beyond the birth of Christianity. For about twenty- 
five hundred years war and the desire for war was the only great 
incentive which fevered the pulse of man and made ambition vir- 
tue. It was a people somewhat allied in blood, surely in instincts 
and habits, with the races inhabiting the Philippine Archipelago. 
For twenty-five hundred years Japan was divided into factions, 
where clans fought for mastery, and the fuedal system built 
lordly castles surrounded by moats and hung with trophies, de- 
fenses which had swept back the tide of battle waged by a hostile 
family engaged in the settlement of some petty quarrel between 
contending provinces. 

For 2,500 years Japan waged civil war, and upon the revolution 
of 1868 armies were disbanded, a constitutional government was 
formed, parliament began to make laws for the Empire, the people 
forgot the old wave of battle and the intensity of conflict, and the 
ancient feud and family quarrel found vent and finally died in 
the arena of debate. 

if it had not been for this popular body, it is probable that 
Japan would still nourish the old-time hate for the foreigner, 
which made it unsafe for him to be there during the warlike 
period of her military rule. The debates of the Diet are printed 
in the daily papers, men and children read them, and puffed with 
divine ambition they look for the fulfillment of their desires to 
that arena rather than to the arena of war. 

Mr. Speaker, a President of the United States, a statesman, a 
historian, and a soldier himself, standing upon the heights of 
Arlington, that spot upon which the hope of the country lies 
buried, but above which the halo of a new hope will hover for- 
ever, reflecting upon the past pride and glory of the Republic, and 
inspired by the thought of its great promises, gave voice to the 
following sentiment: 

When they— 
Referring to the Philippines— 
e shown their capacity for real freedom by their power of self-govern- 

, then, and not till then, willit be possible to decide whether they are to 
exist independently of jthe United States or to be knit to us by ties of com- 

friendship and interest. 

That, Mr. Speaker, is the logical conclusion of a long trial of 
government by a people as well fitted for government—popular 
government—without a king, without an emperor, ruled only by 
the spirit of liberty,as any that has been born to the centuries. 
If the idea of equality in statecraft is ever to materialize, it is 
when the American people shall, by example at least, have lifted 
trom thraldom every spirit of freedom upon the globe that has 
toiled and suffered and hoped for its cause. 

lt becomes, then, our duty to teach liberty to those children 
Whose lives and happiness have been committed to our care as the 
results of the war. 

‘he American people to-day are brought face to face with the 


} 


mer 


practical question of working out a government, not for them- 


selves, but for others. If for the moment they have been cruel, 


it was only to be kind, If for the moment they have spoken dag- | 


gers, they have used none. If for themomentthey have imposed 
the strong arm of the law, it was that peace and quiet and hu- 
manity might ultimately be the end and the rule. 

In the light of all the history that is to come, the American 
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people will be charged with the responsibilities which are to con- 
trol the fate of men and nations, which is to make what may 
forever be the balance of power. It must be with a bold hand. 
It must be with wisdom, and it must be in defiance of that criti- 
cism which comes from those who would desire them to fail. 
The American people to-day have but one desire. It is the desire 
for peace and humanity. They desire that all the emblems of 
peace shall wave over the islands; that the banners of chaos shall 
be furled; that men shall learn their rights in the broadest and 
profoundest way, and shall exercise them in the face of history. 
What is the best method of accomplishing this civilization, this 
mighty progress, this great enlightenment? In our study of the 
events of time that method seems best which tends toward 
thought, toward deliberation, toward study, toward theory; and 
that method, it seems to me, would be most conducive to peace 
which tends to scatter light, which animates the mind to its best 
sapacity, where statecraft subdues and takes the place of barbaric 


| arms and tends to turn the sword into a plowshare. 


Of all the agencies for the dissemination of this enlightened in- 
fluence in national life, the greatest is the popularassembly. Its 
debates, its deliberations, and its laws become the foundation and 
the stimulus for a written language, out of which grow the 
chronicles of history, which in turn casts its coloring of poetry 
and romance and national airs and hymns of patriotism—yes, 
out of which patriotism rises from each hope uttered and each 
lofty sentiment expressed by aspiring man. 

When some debate upon a question of state is made daily and 
read daily, men will drop their arms to listen and to read. They 
will listen to the stories of a new-born glory, and kindle with 
pride at every new thought of government. Newspapers will 
spring up and tell of the debates. They will educate the people 
in government, and the leaders of regiments from the different 
provinces, men who have been drilled and schooled in the clangor 
of arms, will become the leaders of thought in this new arena 
of war. 

It is not, then, to fulfill some promise of an independent gov- 
ernment that the popular assembly should be created, but with 
the idea of educating the people in the thoughts and inclinings of 
government; and in this instance this, it appears to me, would be 
the chief end and glory of the popular assembly. There the tu- 
mult of war would cease and the clash of intellect would take 
the place of the clashing sword, because it is the inclination of all 
leaders, it is the trend of all aspirings and all hope to plunge into 
the tempest of debate rather than into the tempest of war. 

There revolution will run its course. There the angry temper 
will vent itself in angry debate, and in that assembly where the 
intellect can achieve, out of pride, it will linger; because, 
whether in civilization or barbarism, the mind rises superior to 
force, and the arena of one is deserted for the lofty sentiments of 
the other. An appeal to the mind is the best guard against revo- 
lution; for in it can be seen not arbitrary force, not anarchy, not 
war, but everything that summons the better judgment, every- 
thing that is humane, everything that is divine, everything that 
separates the noble attainments from the base attributes which 
would have prevailed without it. Debate, history, knowledge, 
and ambition appeal to the intellect and become the basis of free 
government and afford an illustration of the practicability of its 
theories. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKENSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
| committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14046) 
making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes, and still further in- 
sists upon its amendment No. 91 to the bill (H. R. 14046) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1903, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives, and asks a further conference with the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
| that Mr. Hatz, Mr. Perkins, and Mr. TILLMAN had been ap- 
pointed the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments a bill of the following title: 
| H. R. 14050. An act to amend an act to regulate the height of 
buildings in the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: : aaa. a. 

S. 2034. An act to pay to Rear-Admiral Winfield Scott Schley, 
on the retired list, the pay and allowance of rear-admiral on the 

| active list; 

| §, 4657. An act to aid in the erection of a statue of Commodore 

| John Sloat, United States Navy, at Monterey, Cal.; 

| , 5272, An act for the relief of Darwin 8. Hall; 


= pee eree 
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S. 6004. An act authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay John F. Weston the sum of $241.60, etc.; 

S. 6045. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Sprague; 

S. 5950. An act for the relief of Henry O. Bassett, heir of Henry 
-Opeman Bassett, deceased; 

S. R. 81. Joint resolution to enlarge the use of electric conduits 
in the District of Columbia; and 

S. R. 129. A joint resolution amending an act “to ratify and 
confirm an agreement with the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes 
of Indians, and for other purposes,’’ passed at the present session 
of Congress. 

The message also announced that the President pro tempore 
had appointed Mr. CocKRELL a member of the conference com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate on the bill (H. R. 15108) making 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes, in place of Mr. TELLER. 


PHILIPPINE 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT]. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Dk ARMOND] complains that the Republican 
party will not announce its purposes. There is an old adage that 
none are so blind asthose who willnotsee. Itis equally true that 
no one is so dull as those who will not understand. I think the 
gentleman from Missouri owes his apparent blindness and his dull- 
ness not to his lack of faculties, but to his unwillingness to use 
his faculties. It seems to me it is perfectly clear what is the pur- 
pose of the Republican party and what has been its purpose from 
the beginning. 

When those islands came to us the first thing we purposed 
was to establish peace and order there as soon as possible. Since 
then we have been steadily endeavoring to put down insurrec- 
tion, and it seéms as if we had about accomplished it. More 
than that, step by step, as our armies advanced, we have also in- 
troduced self-government in municipalities. We have intro- 
duced education; we have shown consistently that our purpose 
was to educate those people and improve them and develop them 
in self-government. That has been and that will be the purpose 
of the Republican party. What more could either party do. and 
what more at present can we promise, because I believe there 
are nota dozen men on both sides of this House together who do 
not really believe it will be at least twenty years before these 
people are fit to govern themselves. 

And shall we say now what we are going to do twenty years 
from now? The Republican party does not equal the other side 
in prophecy, but it is reliable in action. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] It grapples with the task before it. We deal 
with the present and not so much with twenty years from now. 
What we will do then no one can surely tell. Butif we could 
announce our purpose for the future, why should we express it 
now. Everyone knows that such an expression would not be 
binding twenty years from now. 

We can not bind the Congress that will meet in the next gener- 
ation. All we can do is to bind ourselves; and for a Congress to 
express the purpose to bind some future legislature, which it 
knows it can not, is, it seems to me, foolish and useless. There 
was a time when we could have bound future Congresses on this 
subject, but that time and opportunity has passed forever. For 
myself, I am perfectly willing to say exactly what I wish and 
hope. I hope that twenty years from now the Filipinos will be 
able to govern themselves; and I hope that twenty years from 
now, or fifty years from now, or ten years from now, whenever 
they are fit to govern themselves, if they then want independence, 
the American people will give it to them. [Applause.] 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Icannotyield. I have only 
five minutes. I am sure their independence is more likely to be 
given to them by the people who to-day constitute the Repub- 
lican party than by those who constitute the Democratic party. I 
hope it will be given them, but nobody can tell now what will be 
the conditions in the East twenty years from now. No one can 
tell what the relations of the United States to the powers of the 
world will be twenty years from now. No one can tell what our 
commerce will demand. 

Therefore, inasmuch as we can not possibly bind the legisla- 
ture which will come into power twenty years from now or per- 
haps forty years from now—for the time is uncertain—inasmuch 
as we can not bind them, inasmuch as we can not foresee what 
the conditions will be and what those conditions will impel, it 
seems to me the only thing any sensible party can do is to say we 
will maintain order, we will educate and develop them on Ameri- 
can lines in self-government just as fast as we can, and we will 
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leave the future to the powers and men that will control that 
future. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the 
attention of the House to one provision of the bill about which 
there seems to be a want of knowledge. This provision, which 
limits the sale of land, provides that it shall be conditioned upon 
actual and continuous occupancy, improvement, and cultivation 
of the premises sold for a period of not less than five years, dur- 
ing which time the purchaser can not alienate or encumber the 
land or the title thereto. 

That will prevent people from buying iand, not going near it. 
and holding it for mere purposes of speculation. It requires cu)- 
tivation and continuous occupation for five consecutive years. 
during which time neither the individual nor the corporation can 
alienate nor encumber the title. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentle- 
man a question? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. If a corporation should buy 2,500 
acres of land, as it is permitted to do under this bill, could not 
that corporation put a tenant upon one corner of that land, one 
acre of it, keep him there cultivating that one acre for five years. 
and in that way comply with the terms of this law? : 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Nothing of the sort, and never 
could be. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. There is nothing which prevents it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Anything of the kind intimated 
by the gentleman from Virginia would not be tolerated for a 
moment. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. If that be so 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin (continuing.) The occupancy 
must bein good faith, asa matterof law. It must be substantiai: 
it can not be less and meet with the requirements of this bill. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. If what the gentleman says— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin (continuing). The gentleman is a 
lawyer, and ought to know that. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. If what the gentleman says is true, 
why, then, is it that the conferees have reduced the acreage which 
any corporation can get to 2,500 from 5,000 acres, when Governor 
Taft insists that it ought not to be less than 20,000 acres? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is a matter of judgment. 
It is to meet the criticisms, in part, of such gentlemen as the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. A great many people think that there 
ought to be a larger amount of land allowed corporations in those 
islands. Many of them are of the opinion that what we allow in 
this bill is too restricted. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? . 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. DolI understand the gentleman to say that cor- 
porations purchasing this land for cultivation will not be allowed 
to borrow money at all by mortgage, and that it will not be liable 
for seizure and execution for debt? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is to be the law. They may 
not encumber it or borrow money on it in any way. The man 
who goes there is to occupy that land and cultivate it and develop 
the resources of the country, which for generations have lain 
uncultivated. 

Mr. MANN. Would that include a mortgage upon improve- 
ments which might be put upon the land, and which in this coun- 
try would be a portion of the real estate? a 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Anything fixed is subject to this 
law under the rule of American homestead, I suppose. 

Mr. MANN. Iassume that the American common law is not 
prevalent there; and I did not know, but it would seem to me 
rather onerous on a corporation. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
fixed. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question’ 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. In the agricultural land system I notice you 
have followed the metric system, but as to mines you have 
adopted the English or American system of feetandinches. Will 
not that lead to confusion by having different methods for sur- 
veys—surveying mining claims, on the one hand, by one syste! 
and agricultural lands, on the other hand, by another—adopting 
two different systems of land measurements in the same country: 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I raised that point in the conter- 
ence, but the Senate conferees thought it had better be left 
They thought 1,000 feet would be easily understood, and that 
there would be notrouble. Out of deference tothem, and in view 
of the fact that they had yielded upon many points, we yielded 
in that. 

Mr. LACEY. I do not think it is so easily understood. _ 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I should have preferred it the 
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other way, and so possibly would my associates, but we yielded 
out of regard to the wishes of the Senate conferees. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask 
the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I yield for a question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Inanswering the gentleman from 
Virginia, I did not understand the chairman to say whether the 
occupancy of land by a tenant of a corporation would not be con- 
sidered an occupancy by the corporation itself under this bill. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman did not under- 
stand the question of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Then I will ask that question my- 
self. Whether a corporation may not occupy this land by ten- 
ant; and would not that be the only way that it might be occu- 
pied and comply with the requirements of this bill? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The question of the gentleman 
from Virginia assumed that a corporation might occupy a mere 
corner of the land—an acre out of 2,500—and that that under the 
law would be considered an occupancy of 2,500 acres. I said that 
such a construction of the law would not be tolerated. Such an 
occupancy would not be in good faith and would not be in accord- 
ance with the requirements of the law. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. This is the question I wanted to 
ask the gentleman. Then, a corporation under this bill may 
simply oceupy a piece of land by tenant, and it would thus com- 
ply with the law and get title? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. A corporation can take 2,500 acres 
under this law? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. They must occupy it in good faith 
for five years before they can become the owner under this bill. 
A corporation is an artificial body; it has to occupy it by some- 
body. The tenants occupy the land, and if they cultivate and im- 
prove it for five consecutive years, that meets the requirements 
of the law. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the con- 
ference report. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I ask for the yeas and nays, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 148, nays 94, 
answered ‘‘ present ’’ 13, not voting 95; as follows: 





YEAS—148. 

Acheson, Dahle, Tughes, Payne, 
Alexander, Dalzell, Jack, Pearre, 
Allen, Me. Darragh, Jones, Wash. Perkins, 
Aplin, Davidson, Joy, Prince, 
Babcock, Dayton, Kahn, Ray, 

Ball, Del. Deemer, Knapp, Reeder, 
Barney, Dick, Knox, Reeves, 
Bartholdt, Dovener, Kyle, Roberts, 
Beidler, Draper, Lacey, Shattuc, 
Bingham, Eddy, Landis, Showalter, 
Bishop, Esch, Lawrence, Sibley, 
Blackburn, Evans, Lessler, Smith, M. 
Joutell, Fletcher, Lewis, Pa. Smith, lowa. 
Bowersock, Foerderer, Littlefield, Smith, H. C. 
Brick, Foss, Long, Smith, 8. W. 
Bristow. Foster, Vt. Loud, Southard, 
Bromwell, Fowler, Lovering, Southwick, 
Brown, Gaines, W. Va. McCleary, Sperry, 
Brownlow, Gardner, Mich. McLachlan, Steele, 

Burk, Pa. Gibson, Mahon, Stewart, N. J. 
Burke, 8. Dak. Gillett, Mass. Mann, Stewart, N. Y. 
Burkett, Graff, Marshall, Sulloway, 
Burleigh, Graham, Martin, Tawney, 
Burton, Greene, Mass. Minor, Tayler. Ohio. 
Butler, Grosvenor, Mondell, Thomas, Iowa 
Cannon, Grow, Moody, N. C. Tirrell, 
Capron, Hamilton, Moody, Oreg. Tompkins, N. Y. 
Cassel, Hanbury, Morgan, Tompkins, Ohio 
Conner, Haskins, Moss, Van Voorhis, 
Coombs, Hedge, Mudd, Vreeland, 
Cooper, Wis. Hemenway, Needham, Wachter, 
Cousins, Henry, Conn. Nevin, Wadsworth, 
Cromer, Hepburn, Olmsted, Wanger, 
Crumpacker, Hil. Overstreet, Warner, 
Currier, Holliday, Palmer, Warnock, 
Curtis, Hopkins, Parker, Watson, 
Cushman, Howell, Patterson, Pa. Wright. 

NAYS—94. 

Adamson, Caldwell, Flood, Kern, 

Allen, Ky, Candler, Gaines, Tenn. Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Ball, T Cassingham, Gordon, Kleberg, 

] Clark, Green, Pa. Kluttz, 

Bart Clayton, Griffith, Lamb, 

Bell, Cochran, Hall, Lanham, 
Benton, Cowherd, Hay, Lewis, Ga. 
Bowie, Davey, La. Hooker, Little, 
Brantley, Davis, Fla. Howard, Livingston, 
sreazeale, De Armond, Jackson, Kans, Lloyd, 
Brundidge, Feely, Johnson, McAndrews, 
Burleson, Finley, Jones, Va. McCall, 
Burnett, Fitzgerald, Kehoe, McClellan, 
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MéCulloch, Norton, Rucker, Sulzer, 
McDermott, Padgett, Ryan, Swanson, 
Mahoney, Pierce, Shafroth, Tate, 
Maynard, Pugsley Sims, Underwood, 
Meyer, La. Randell, Tex. Slayden, Wiley, 
Mickey, Rhea, Va. Small, Williams, Il. 
Miers, Ind. Richardson, Ala. Snodgrass, Williams, Miss. 
Moon, Richardson, Tenn. Snook, Wilson, 
Mutchler, Rixey, Spight, Zenor. 
Naphen, Robinson, Ind. Stark, 
Neville, Robinson, Nebr. Stephens, Tex. 

ANSWERED “PRESENT "’—13. 
Adams, Irwin, Powers, Me. Vandiver. 
Conry, Mercer, Skiles, 
Emerson. Metcalf, Thompson, 
Foster, Tl. Otjen, Trimble, 

NOT VOTING—%5. 

Bates, Fox, Lever, Selby, 
Bellamy, Gardner, N. J. Lindsay. Shackleford, 
Belmont, Gilbert, Littauer, Shallenberger 
Blakeney, Gill, Loudenslager, Shelden, 
Boreing, Gillet, N. Y. McLain, Sheppard, 
Broussard, Glenn, McRae, Sherman, 
Bull, Goldfogle, Maddox, Smith, Ky. 
Burgess, Gooch, Miller, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Calderhead, Griggs, Morrell, Sparkman, 
Connell, Haugen, Morris, Stevens, Minn. 
Cooney, Heatwole, Newlands, Storm, 
Cooper, Tex. Henry, Miss. Patterson, Tenn. Sutherland, 
Cortiss, Henry, Tex. Pou, Talbert, 
Creamer, Hildebrant, Powers, Mass. Taylor, Ala. 
Crowley, Hitt, Ransdell, La. Thayer, 
De Graffenreid, Hull, Reid, Thomas, N. C. 
Dinsmore, Jackson, Md, Robb, Tongue, 
Dougherty, Jenkins, Robertson, La. Weeks, 
Douglas, Jett, Rumple, Wheeler, 
Driscoll, Ketcham, Ruppert. White, 
Edwards, Kitchin, Claude Russell, Woods, 
Elliott, Lassiter, Scarborough, Wooten, 
Fleming, Latimer, Schirm, Young. 
Fordney, Lester. Scott, 


So the conference report was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 
For the session: 

Mr. OTJEN with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 

Mr. MeETcaLF with Mr. WHEELER. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Scott with Mr. NEWLANDS. 

Mr. EMERSON with Mr. GILBERT. 

Mr. Powers of Massachusetts with Mr. Conry. 
For this day: 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. WooreEN. 

Mr. Woops with Mr. DouGHERTY. 

Mr. Powers of Maine with Mr. Fox. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Morris with Mr. SHALLENBERGER. 

Mr. Hitt with Mr. DINSMORE. 

Mr. GIL. with Mr. Griaes. 

Mr. HILDEBRANT with Mr. GOLDFOGLE, 

Mr. IRWIN with Mr. Goocu. 

Mr. Cor.iss with Mr. Linpsay. 

Mr. ScuirRM with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. Storm with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. BELMONT. 

Mr. Wm. ALDEN SmitrH with Mr. Jerr. 

Mr. FoERDERER with Mr. RHEA of Virginia. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 


A message from the President of the United States was com- 
municated to the House of Representatives by Mr. B. EF. BARNEs, 


| one of his secretaries, who informed the House that the President 


had approved and signed bills of the following titles: 
On June 27, 1902: 
H. R. 292. An act granting a pension to Henrietta Gottweis; 
H. R. 1466. An act granting a pension to Alfred Hatfield; 
H. R. 3770. An act granting a pension to James E. Dickey; 
H. R. 3986. An act granting a pension to Martha A. Cornish; 
H. R. 5877. An act granting a pension to Robert Watis; 


H. R. 6186. An act granting a pension to Carrie LD. farnham; 
H. R. 6402. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Adams; 

H. R. 7353. An act granting a pension to Nancy M. Williams; 
H. R. 7906. An act granting a pension to Martha G. Young; 
H. R. 7986. An act granting a pension to Clara C. Hawks; 

H. R. 8781. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Holbrook; 
H. R. 9717. An act granting a pension to Isaac M. Pangle; 

H. R. 10255. An act granting a pension to Margaret Tisdale; 
H. R. 10794. An act granting a pension to Thomas H. Devitt; 
H. R. 11115. An act granting a pension to Angeline H. Taylor; 
H. R. 11493. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Lipps; 


H. R. 12130. An act granting a pension to Christopher §, 
Stephens; : 
H. R. 12312. An act granting a pension to Susan Walker; 
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H. 
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den; 
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H. 
staff; 
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H. R. 
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Rice; 
H. R. 
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13150. 
13178. 


14012. 
118. 


An act granting a pension to James B. Mahan; 
An act granting a pension to William F. Bow- 


An act granting a pension to Fannie Reardon; 
An act granting a pension to Mary C. Bicker- 


9. An act granting a pension to Luther G. Edwards; 
4, An act granting a pension to Samantha Towner; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen W. 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


W. Richardson; 


H. R. 954. An act granting an increase of pension to Rachael 
Brown; 

H. R. 1478. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Runnels; 

H. R. 2192. An act granting an increase of pension to’ Benja- 
min F. Shearer; 

H. R. 2470. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


P. Maxwell; 

H. R. 2615. 
E. Miller: 

H. R. 3262 
Bruck: 

H. R. 3263. 
Revley;: 

H. R. 367 te 
F. Gray; 

H. R. 3768. 
Campbell; 

H. R. 5018. 


Conrad Haas; 


a 
Swan: 
Hn. B. 
Sims; 
1. R. 5328 
Bortle; 

H. R. 
Schott, 
H. R. 6414. 
W. H. Davis; 
H. R. 6890. 
Scr vos: 
A. R. 6991. 
CS ihe an dle i 

H. R.7 
Smith: 

H. R. 7922. 
W atkins; 


R. 8026. 


5145. 
5146. 
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i. R. 9164. 
Crawford 
H. R. 9366. 
Norri 
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H. R. 
Finegan; 
i. BR. 
N. Grinstead; 
a: s 
Warner; 


H. R. 10954. 


Gillam; 


1. R. 11827. 
E. Pettis; 

H. R. 11711. 
Gibson; 

i. R. 11865. 
Robertson; 

H. R. 12047. 


L. Wilson; 


10172. 
10767. 


10899. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


An act granting an increase of pension to David T. 


An act granting an increase of pension to John | 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 
An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Johann 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
An act granting an increase of pension to Florian 
An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


alias Jacob Schott; 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
An act granting an increase of pension to Esek B. 
An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to Gibboney 
An act granting an increase of pension to Moses §S. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
An act granting an increase of pension to Pierson 
An act granting an increase of pension to John H, 
An act granting an increase of pension to Peter T. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
An 


act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Jackson 
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H. R, 12305. 
Olson; 

H. R. 12408. 
Eveland; 

H. R. 12409. 
M. Peck; 

H. R. 12724. 
M. Kellough; 

H. R. 12770. 
M. Schofield; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
An 


An 


act granting an increase of pension to Richard 


act granting an increase of pension to Carrie 


H. R. 12774. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Brown; 

H. R, 12976. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Smith; 

H. R. 13017. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Austin; 

H. R. 13063. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia B, 
Shurtleff; 


H. R. 13081. An 
thony J. Railey; 
H. R. 13321. An 


act granting an increase of pension to An- 


act granting an increase of pension to John §, 


Bonham; 
H. R. 13378. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
Beckwith; 


H. R. 13423. An 
beth Wall; 

H. R. 13554. 
drew E. Hicks; 
7. R.1 An 
mund B. Appleton; 

H. R. 13675. Anact granting an increase of pension to GeorgeW, 
White; 

H. R. 13683. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella B. § 
Mannix; 


act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 


An act granting an increase of pension to An- 


3597. act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 


H. R. 13691. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Conrad: 

H. R. 13946. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
B. Todd; 

H. R. 14052. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Fusselman; 

H. R. 14079. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Miller; and 

H. R. 14224. An act granting an increase of pension to Marga- 
ret 8. Tod. 


On June 28, 1902: 

H. R. 13123. An act making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, 
and for other purposes; 

H. R. 14802. An act for the purchase of real estate for revenue 
and customs purposes, at Wilmington, N. C.; 

H. R. 3641. An act for the allowance of certain claims for prop- 
erty taken for military purposes within the United States during 
the war with Spain, reported by the Secretary of War in accord- 
ance with the requirements of an item contained in the sundry 
civil appropriation act, approved June 6, 1900, authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of War to investigate just claims against 
the United States for private property taken and used in the mili- 
tary service within the limits of the United States, etc. 

H. R. 8769. An act for the relief of S. J. Bayard Sc hindel 

H. R. 14247. An act to authorize the Charleston, Saburben 
and Summerville Railway Company to construct and maintain 
two bridges across Ashley River, in the State of South Carolina; 
H. R. 13650. An act to correct the military record of James 

Olmstead; 
H. R. 10933. An act to provide for the erection, at Fredericks- 
burg, Va., of the monument to the memory of Gen. Hugh Mer- 
cer, , whic h was ordered by Congress on the 8th day of April, 
1777, should be erected; 

H. R. 14111. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Tennessee River,in the State of Tennessee, by the 
Harriman Southern Railroad Company; 


M. 


H. R. 14691. An act to authorize the construction of a pontoon 
bridge across the Missouri River, in the county of Cass, in the 
State of Nebraska, and in the county of Mills, in the State of 
Iowa: 


H. R. 8110. An act to provide for the construction of a canal 
connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans; _ 

H. R. 12097. An act to amend the internal-revenue laws in re- 
gard to storekeepers and gaugers; 

H. R. 11019. An act directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
bestow medals upon First Lieut. David H. Jarvis, Second Lieut. 
| Ellsworth P. Bertholf, and Samuel J. Call, surgeon, all of the 
| Revenue-Cutter Servic e; and 

H.-J. Res. 103. Joint resolution relative to the disposition of 
patent specifications and drawings in the western district of 
Pennsylvania, 
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On June 80, 1902: 

H. R. 4556. An act to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to supple- 
ment existing laws relating to the disposition of lands, etc.,’’ ap- 
proved March 8, 1901; 

H. R. 6570. An act to amend the act of May 12, 1900, authoriz- 
ing the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to redeem or make al- 
lowance for internal-revenue stamps; and 

H. R. 9723. An act correcting the record of Levi Wells. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles: 

H. R. 18875. An act authorizing the adjustment of rights of 
settlers on the Navajo Indian Reservation, Territory of Arizona; 
H. R. 14234. An act granting a pension to John Williamson; 

H. “ 10321. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
A. Phelps; 

H. R. 2494. An act for the allowance of certain claims reported 
by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Depart- 
ment; 

H. R. 11987. An act relating to transportation of dutiable mer- 
chandise at subports of Tacoma and Seattle, State of Washington; 

H. R. 303. An act for the relief of Sol Bear & Co.; 

H. R. 8586. An act amending the act of March 2, 1901, entitled 
‘An act to carry into effect the stipulations of article 7 of the 
treaty between the United States and Spain, concluded on the 10th 
day of December, 1898;”’ 

H. R. 15270. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act author- 
izing the Aransas Harbor Terminal Railway Company to con- 
struct a bridge across the Corpus Christi Channel, known as the 
Morris and Cummings ship channel, in Aransas County, Tex.;’’ 

H. R. 367. An act for the relief of Angus A. McPhee; 

H. J. Res. 198. Joint resolution giving authority to the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to make special regulations 
for the occasion of the thirty-sixth national encampment of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, to be held in the District of Colum- 
bia in the month of October, 1902, and for other purposes incident 





to said encampment; and 
H. J. Res, 182. Joint resolution authorizing the Director of the 
Census to compile statistics relating to irrigation. 


H. R. 11400. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act in rela- 
tion to taxes and tax sales in the District of Columbia,’’ approved 
February 28, 1898; 

H. R. 13172. An act to ratify and confirm an agreement with 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and for other 
purposes; 

H. R. 9960. An act to prevent the false branding or marking of 
food and dairy products as to the State or Territory in which they 
are made or produced; 

H. R. 5809. An act for the further distribution of the reports 
of the Supreme Court, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 11656. An act to incorporate the Society of the Army of 
Santiago de Cuba; 

H. R. 12597. An act to accept, ratify,and confirm a proposed 
agreement submitted by the Kansas or Kaw Indians of Okla- 
homa, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 14082. An act to provide for the construction of a bridge 


| by the Duluth, Pierre and Black Hills Railroad Company across 
the Missouri River at Pierre, 8. Dak.; 


H. R. 97. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish 
certificates in lieu of lost or destroyed discharges; and 
H.-R. 8209. An act for the relief of P. A. McClain. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, bills of the Senate of the follow- 
ing titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees as indicated below: 

5S. 6286. An act prohibiting the killing or taking of seals, por- 
poises, whales, or marine animals, or fish of any kind in the 
waters of the United States by means of explosive materials, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee-on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

S. 5678. An act providing for record of deeds and other con- 
veyances and instruments of writing in the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. R. 81. Joint resolution to enlarge the use of electric conduits 


| in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 


Columbia. 
S. 5950. An act forthe relief of Henry O. Bassett, heir of Henry 


| Opeman Bassett, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the | 


following title: 
S. 498. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a 
code of law for the District of Columbia.”’ 


BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they presented to the President of the United 
States for his approval the following bills: 

H. R. 14019. An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 15008. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 


5S. 6045. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Sprague—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6004. An act authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay John F, Weston the sum of $241.60, etc.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 5272. An act for the relief of Darwin 8S. Hall—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

S. 2035. An act to pay to Rear-Admiral Winfield Scott Schley, 


| on the retired list, the pay and allowance of a rear-admiral on 


the active list—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
S. 4657. An act to aid in the erection of a statue of Commodore 
John D. Sloat, United States Navy, at Monterey, Cal.—to the 


Committee on the Library. 


by the New York, Chicago and St. Louis Railroad Company and | 


the Chicago and Erie Railroad Company across the Calumet 
tiver at or near the city of Hammond, Ind., at a point about 
1,200 feet east of the Indiana and Illinois State line and about 
100 feet east of the location of the present bridge of the New 


York, Chicago and St. Louis Railroad Company across said river; | 
also to authorize the construction of a bridge by the Chicago and | 


State Line Railroad Company across said river at the point where 


said company’s railroad crosses said river in Hyde Park Town- | 


ship, Chicago, Ill., being at the location of the present bridge of 
said company across said river in said township; 

‘ - R. 10824, An act granting anincrease of pension to George 
4. Bump; 

H. R. 8644. An act granting a pension to John W. Thomas; 

H. R. 9501. An act to provide for the sale of the unsold portion 
of the Umatilla Indian Reservation; 

‘ mo 12026. An act granting an increase of pension to Baley W. 
email: 

H. R. 10775. An act for the relief of Charles E. Sapp; 

H. R. 11273. An act to pay F. Y. Ramsay, heir at law and distrib- 
utee of the late Joseph Ramsay, $430.42, for balance due the said 
Joseph Ramsay as collector of customs and superintendent of 
lights in the district of Plymouth, N. C.; 


H. R, 2487. An act granting an increase of pension to William | 


8. Hosack; 

H. R. 11171. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Nalley; 
, H. R. 7018. An act granting an increase of pension to Jason E. 
-Teeman;: 

H. R. 12086. An act to extend the time for the construction of 
the East Washington Heights Traction Railroad Company; 


_H. R. 12549. An act granting an increase of pension to som 
Simmons; 





JACOB L. HAUGER. 


Mr. PARKER. I submit a conference report on the bill (H. R. 
3690) for the relief of Jacob L. Hauger. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the report be printed in the RrecorpD and that only the 
statement of the House conferees be read. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, that order will 
be made. 

The report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
upon the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3690) for the relief of 
Jacob L. Hauger, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


Senate, and agree to the same. 
RICHARD WAYNE PARKER, 


F. W. MONDELL, 
House conferees, 
F. E. WARREN, 
N. B. SCOTT. 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
| 


Senate conferees, 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree- 
ing vote of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
3690) for the relief of Jacob L. Hauger, submit the following written statement 
| in explanation of the effect of the action agreed oe and recommended in 
the accompanying conference report on said amendment, namely: 

The Senate amendment only changed the language of said bill, which removes 
the charge-of desertion, so as to hold he was absent without leave, instead of 
‘ granting an honorable discharge. 
It is a question of language simply, and this House recedes. 


JUNE, 1902, —_ 
RICHARD WAYNE PARKER, 
F. W. MONDELL, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
Mr. PARKER. I move the adoption of the report. 
The motion was agreed to, and the report was adopted. 
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ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RIVER RAILROAD. 
Mr. BABCOCK. 


ferees. 
ment be read. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The report is as follows: 

The Com. of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12805) requiring the Anacostia 
and Potomac R. R. Co. to extend its 11th street line, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full conference, have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered one and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 
“In lieu of the proviso proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert ‘provided that until the railroad on 11th street is further extended 
cars may be swtched on 11th street between Whitney and Lydecker avenues; 
and provided further that until provision is made for further extension of 
the Metropolitan Railroad on old 16th st., cars may be switched on old 16th 
st. between Grant and Park sts.’” 

And the Senate agreed to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate No. 2 and agree to the same. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

J. W. BABCOCK, 
SIDNEY E. MUDD, 
ADOLPH MEYER, 

on the part of the House of Representatives. 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
H. B. HANSBROUGH, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


Man 


agers 


disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 12805) requiring the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad 
to extend its Eleventh street line, and for other purposes. 


The amendment No. 1, as agreed to in conference, provides for the ter- 
in place of a single track loop around the two squares bounded by Lydecker 


the House bill. 
that locality at the present time. 
the time within which the Washington and Gettysburg Railway Company 
shall construct its lines within the District of Columbia. 

J. W. BABCOCK, 

SYDNEY E. MUDD, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House now take a recess until 8 
o'clock this evening. 

Mr. CANNON. Before the question is put on that question, I 
wish to give notice that at 8 o’olock this evening, if the House 
takes a recess, I shall submit a conference report on the deficiency 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. FOSS. And I desire to give notice that this evening I shall 
call up the conference report on the naval appropriation bill. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Pending the motion for a recess— 

Mr. GRIFFITH, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers 
in the case of Elymas F. Wilkins, Fifty-sixth Congress, no adverse 
report having been made thereon. 

The question being then taken on the motion of Mr. PAYNE 
for a recess until 8 o'clock p. m., it was agreed to; and accord- 
ingly (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the House took a recess. 





EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House (at 8 o’clock p. m.) re- 
sumed its session. 

. ELECTION CONTEST—WILSON AGAINST LASSITER. 

Mr. HASKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit from the 
Committee on Elections No. 3 a report on a contested-election 
case, to be placed on the Calendar and lie over. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolutions appended 
to the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That C. E. Wilson was not elected a Representative tothe Fifty- 
seventh Congress from the Fourth district of the State of Virginia. 

Resolved, That F. R. Lassiter was duly elected a Representative to the 


Fifty-seventh Congress from the Fourth district of the State of Virginia, and 
is entitled to retain his seat therein. 


EFFICIENCY OF THE MILITIA. 


Mr. DICK. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 11654) to promote the efficiency of the militia, and for other 
purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the militia shall consist of every able-bodied male 
citizen of the respective States, Territories, and the District of Columbia, 
and every able-bodied male of foreign birth who has declared his intention 
to become a citizen, who is more than 18 and less than 45 years of age, and 
shall be divided three classes—the organized militia, to be known as the 


nto 


I wish to submit a conference report which 
I send to the desk, together with the statement of the House con- 
I ask that the report be printed and that only the state- 
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avenue, Morgan avenue, Spring street, and Eslin avenue, as provided for in | 
This will give ample street-car facilities to the residents of | ; 
se ; i = ~ | as he may think proper, 
The House recedes from amendment No. 2, which extends for two years | X } or : , ' 
; | or Territory or of the District of Columbia to be employed in the service of 



























National Guard of the State, Territory, or District of Columbia, or by such 
other designations as may be eee them by the laws of the respective States 
or Territories, the National Volunteer Reserve as provided by this act, and 
the remainder to be known as the Reserve Militia. 

Sec. 2. That the Vice-President of the United States, the officers, judicial] 
and executive, of the Government of the United States, the members and 
officers of each House of Congress, persons in the military or naval service of 
the United States, all custom-house officers, with their clerks, postmasters 
and persons employed by the United States in the transmission of the mail, 
ferrymen employed at any ferry on a post road, artificers and workmen em- 
ployed in the armories and arsenals of the United States, picts, mariners 
actually employed in the sea service of any citizen or merchant within the 
United States, and all persons who are exempted by the laws of the respec- 
tive States or Territories shall be exempted from militia duty, without ro 
gard to age. 

_ Sec. 3. That the regularly enlisted, organized, and uniformed active mili 
tia in the several States and Territories and the District of Columbia who 
have heretofore participated or shall hereafter participate in the apportion 
ment of the annual appropriation provided by section 1661 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, as amended, whether known and designated as 
National Guard, militia, or otherwise, shall constitute the organized militia 
The organization, armament, and discipline of the organized militia in the 
several States and Territories and in the District of Columbia shall be the 
same as that which is now or may hereafter be prescribed for the Regular 
and Volunteer Armies of the United States within five years from the dat» 
of the approval of thisact: Provided, That the President of the United States, 
in time of peace, may by order fix the minimum number of enlisted men in 
each company, troop, battery, signal corps, engineer corps, and hospital corps 

And provided further, That any corps of artillery, cavalry, and infantry 
existing in any State at the pas e of the act of May 8, 1792, which, by the 
laws, customs, or usages of the said State have been in continuous existence 
since the passage of said act under its provisions and under the provisions 
of section 232 and sections 1625 to 1660, both inclusive, of Title 16 of the Re 
vised Statutes of the United States reeling to the militia, shall be allowed 
to retain their ‘accustomed privileges, subject, nevertheless, to all other 


| duties required by law in like manner as the other militia. 
Statement of the managers on the partof the House at the conference on the | 


Src. 4. That whenever the United States is invaded, or in danger of inva 
sion from any foreign nation, or of rebellion against the authority of the 
Government of the United States, or the President is unable, with the other 
forces at his command, to execute the laws of the Union in any part thereof, 
it shall be lawful for the President to call forth, for a period not exceeding 


: : # | ine s11¢ “y iliti » 8 > . § 48 : 
minus of the extension authorized at Eleventh street and Lydecker avenue, | 22" months, such number of the militia of the State or of the States o1 


Territories or of the District of Columbia as he may deem necessary to re 
el such invasion, suppress such rebellion, or to enable him to execute such 
aws, and to issue his orders for that purpose to such officers of the militia 


Sec. 5. That whenever the President calls forth the militia of any State 
the United States, he may specify in his call the period for which such service 


is required, not exceeding nine months, and the militia so called shall con- 
tinue to serve during the term so specified, unless sooner discharged by order 


| of the President 


Sec. 6. That when the militia of more than one State is called into the 
actual service of the United States by the President he may, in his discretion, 
apportion them among such States or Territories or to the District of Colum- 
bia according to representative population. 

Sec. 7. That every officer and enlisted man of the militia called into the 
service of the United States in the manner hereinbefore prescribed shall be 
held to be in such service from the date of the publication of such call; and 
any officer or man who shall refuse or neglect to obey such call shall be sub- 
ject to trial by court-martial and shall be punished as such court-martial 
may direct 

Sec. 8. That courts-martial for the trial of officers or men of the militia, 
when in the service of the United States, shall be composed of militia officers 


| only. 


Src. 9. That the militia, when called into the actual service of the United 


| States, shall be subject to the same Rules and Articles of War as the regular 


troops of the United States. 

Sc. 10. That the militia, when called into theactual service of the United 
States, shall, during their time of service, be entitled to the same pay and 
allowances as are or may be provided by law for the Regular Army. 

Sec. 11. That when the militia is called into the actual service of the United 
States, or any portion of the militia is accepted under the provisions of this 
act, their pay shall commence from the day of their appearing at the place 
of company rendezvous. But this provision shall not be construed toauthor- 
ize any species of expenditure previous to arriving at such places of rendez 
vous which is not provided by existing laws tc be paid after their arrival at 
such places of rendezvous. 

Sec_ 12. There shall be appointed in each State, Territory, and District of 
Columbia an adjutant-general, who shall perform such duties as may be pre 
scribed by the laws of such State, Territory, and District, respectively, and 
make returns to the Secretary of War, at such times and in such form as he 
shall from time to time prescribe, of the strength of the organized militia, 
and also make such reports as may from time to time be required by the 
Secretary of War. That the Secretary of War shall, with his annual report 
of each year, transmit to Congress an abstract of the returns and reports of 
the adjutants-general of the States, Territories, and the District of Col 
bia, with such observations thereon as he may deem necessary for the infor- 
mation of Congress. 

Sec. 13. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to issue, on the 
requisitions of the governors of the several States and Territories, or of th 
commanding general of the militia of the District of Columbia, such number 
of the United States standard service magazine arms, with bayontts, bayo- 


um 


| net scabbards, gun slings, belts, and such other necessary accouterments 


| trict by the United States: Provided, That said rifles and carbines and oth 


and equipments as are required for the Army of the United States, for arm- 
ing all of the organized militia in said States and Territories and District of 
Columbia, without charging the cost or value thereof, or any which have 
been issued since December 1, 1901, or any expense connected therewith, 
against the allotment to said State, Territory, or District of Columbia, out 
of the annual appropriation provided by section 1661 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, as amended, or requiring payment therefor, and to excha 
without receiving any money credit therefor, ammunition, or parts the , 
suitable to the new arms, round for round, for corresponding ammunition 
suitable to the old arms theretofore issued to said State, Territory, or Dis 









property shall be receipted for and shall remain the property of the Unit 
States and be annually accounted for by the governors of the States and Ter- 
ritories as now required by law, and that each State, Territory, and District 
shall, on receipt of the new arms, turn in to the Ordnance Department of the 
United States Army, without receiving any money credit therefor, and with- 
out expense for transportion, all United States rifles and carbines now in its 
possession. . ; 
To‘provide means to carry into effect the provisions of this section, the 
necessary money to cover the cost of exchanging or issuing the new arms, 
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accouterments, equipments, and ammunition to be exchanged or issued here- 
under is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise ap pogeess. ‘ f - 

Sec. 14. That whenever it shall appear by the report of inspections, which 
§t shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to cause to be made at least once 
in each year by officers detailed by him for that purpose, that the cote 
militia of a State or Territory or of the District of Columbia is sufficiently 
armed, uniformed, and equipped for active duty in the field, the Secretary 
of War is authorized, on the requisition of the governor of such State or 
‘Territory, to pay to the quartermaster-general thereof, or to such other 
officer of the militia of said State as the said governor may designate and 
appoint for the purpose, so much of its allotment out of the said annual ap- 
yropriation under section 1661 of the Revised Statutes as amended as shall 
= necessary for the ment, subsistence, and transportation of such portion 
of said organized militia as shall engage in actual field or camp service for 
instruction, and the officers and enlisted men of such militia while so en- 
gaged shall be entitled to the same pay, subsistence, and transportation or 
travel allowances as officers and enlisted men of corresponding 
Regular Army are or may hereafter be entitled by law, and the officer so 
designated and appointed shall be regarded as a disbursing officer of the 
United States, and shall render his accounts through the War Department 
to the proper accounting officers of the Treasury for settlement, and he shall 
be required to give good and sufficient bonds to the United States, in such 
sums as the Secretary of War may direct, faithfully to account for thesafe- 
keeping and payment of the public moneys so intrusted to him for disburse- 
ment. 

Src. 15. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to provide for 
participation by any part of the organized militia of any State or Territory 
on the request of the governor thereof in the encampment, maneuvers, and 
field instruction of any part of the Regular Army at or near any military post 
or camp or lake or seacoast defenses of the United States. In such case the 
organized militia so participating shall receive the same pay, subsistence, and 
transportation as is provided by law for the officers and men of the Regular 
Army, to be paid out of the eee for the pay, subsistence, and trans- 
portation of the Army: Provided, That the command of such military post 
or camp and of the officers and troops of the United States there stationed 
shall remain with the regular commander of the post without regard to the 


rank of the commanding or other officers of the militia temporarily so en- | 


camped within its limits or in its vicinity. 

Sec. 16. That whenever any officer of the organized militia shall, upon rec- 
ommendation of the governor of any State, Territory, gr general command- 
ing the District of Columbia, and when authorized by the President, attend 
and pursue a regular course of study at any military school or college of the 


rades of the | 


| 
} 





United States such officer shall receive from the annual appropriation for | 


the support of the Army the same travel allowances and quarters, or com- 
mutation of quarters, to which an officer of the Regular Army would be en- 
titled if attending such school or college under orders from proper military 


authority, and shall also receive commutation of subsistence at the rate of | 


$1 per day while in actual attendance upon the course of instruction. 

Sec. 17. That the annual appropriation made by section 1661, Revised 
Statutes as amended, shall be available for the purpose of providing for 
issue to the organized militia any stores and supplies or publications which 
are supplied to the Army by any department. Any State, Territory, or the 
District of Columbia may, with the approval of the Secretary of War, pur- 


chase for cash from the War Department, for the use of its militia, stores, | 


supplies, material of war, or military publications, such as are furnished to 
the Army, in addition to those issued under the provisions of this Act, at the 


price at which they are listed for issue to the Army, with the cost of trans- | 
portation added, and funds received from such sales shall be credited to the | 


appropriations to which they belong and shall not be covered into the Treas- 
ury, but shall be available until expended to replace therewith the supplies 
sold to the States and Territories and to the District of Columbia in the 
manner herein provided. 

Src. 18. That each State or Territory furnished with material of war 
under the provisions of this or former acts of Congress shall, during the 
year next preceding each annual allotment of funds, in accordance with sec- 
tion 1661 of the Revised Statutes as amended, have required every company, 
troop, and battery in its organized militia not excused by the governor of such 
State or Territory to participate in practice marches or go into camp of 
instruction at least five consecutive days, and to assemble for drill and in- 
struction at company, battalion, or regimental armories or rendezvous or 
for target practice not less than 24 times, and shall also have required during 


such year an inspection of each such company, woop. and battery to be | 


made by an officer of such militia or an officer of the Regular Army. 
Sec. 19. That upon the application of the governor of any State or Terri- 


tory furnished with material of war under the provisions of this act or for- | 


mer laws of Congress, the Secretary of War may detail one or more officers 


of the Army to attend any encampment of the organized militia, and to give | 


such instruction and information to the officers and men assembled in such 
camp as may be requested by the governor. 


Such officer or officers shall | 


immediately make a report of such encampment to the Secretary of War, | 


who shall furnish a copy thereof to the governor of the State or Territory. 

Src. 20. That upon application of the governor of any State or Territory 
furnished with material of war under the provisions of this act or former 
laws of Congress, the Secretary of War may, in his discretion, detail one or 
more officers of the Army to report to the governor of such State or Terri- 
tory for duty in connection with the organized militia. All such assignments 
may be revoked at the request of the governor of such State or Territory or 
at the pleasure of the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 21. That the troops of the militia encamped at any military post or 
camp of the United States may be furnished such amounts of ammunition 

r instruction in firing and target practice as may be prescribed by the Sec- 


tary of War, and such instruction in firing shall be carried on under the | 


- 
crcction of an officer selected for that purpose by the proper military com- | 
n j 


ander 


SE 


>EC. 22, That when any officer, noncommissioned officer, or private of the 
militia or of the national volunteer reserve is disabled by reason of wounds 


r disabilities received or incurred in the service of the United States he shall | 


be entitled to all the benefits of the pension laws existing at the time of his 

ervice, and in case such officer, noncommissioned officer, or private dies in 

le service of the United States or in returning to his place of residence after 

ng mustered out of such service, or at any time, in consequence of wounds 

or disabilities received in such service, his widow and children, if any, shall 
be entitled to all the benefits of such pension laws. 

SEC. 23. That for the purpose of securing a list of 





mposed of organized militia, the Secretary of War is authorized from time 
time to convene boards of officers at suitable and convenient Army posts 
in different pee of the United States, who shall examine as to their qualifi- 
“ations for the command of troops or for the performance of staff duties all 
“pplicants who shall have served in the pr Army of the United States, 
nany of the volunteer forces of the United States, or in the organized mili- 
tia of any State or Territory or District of Columbia, or who, being a citizen 


+ 








of the United States, shall have attended or pursued a regular course of in- 
struction in any military school or college of the United States Army, or 
shall have graduated from any educational institution to which an officer of 
the Army or Navy has been detailed as superintendent or professor pursu- 
ant to law after having creditably pursued the course of military instruction 
therein provided. 

Such examinations shall be under rules and regulations prescribed by the 
Secretary of War, and shall be especially directed to ascertain the practical 
capacity of the applicant. The record of previous service of the applicant 
shall be considered as a part of the examination. Upon the conclusion of 
each examination the board shall certify to the War Department its judg- 
ment as to the fitness of the applicant, stating the office, if any, which it 
deems him qualified to fill, and upon approval by the President, the names 
of the persons certified to be qualified shall be inscribed ina register to be 
kept in the War Department for that purpose. 

he persons so certified and registered shall, subject toa physical examina- 
tion at the time, constitute the eligible class for commissions pursuant to 
such certificates in any volunteer force hereafter called for and organized 
under the authority of Congress, other than a force composed of organized 
militia, and the President may authorize persons from this class to attend 
and aw | a regular course of study at any military school or college of 
the United States and to receive from the annual appropriation for the 
support of the Army the same allowances and commutations as provided 
in this act for officers of the organized militia: Provided, That no person 
shall be entitled to receive a commission as a second lieutenant after 


| he shall have passed the age of 30; as first lieutenant after he shall have 


passed the age of 35; as captain after he shall have passed the age of 40; as 
major after he shall have passed the age of 45; as lieutenant-colonel after he 
shall have passed the age of 50, or ascolonel after he shall have passed theage 
of 55: And provided further, That such appointments shall be distributed 
eae, as near as may be, among the various States contributing 
such volunteer force: And provided, That the appointments in this section 
provided for shall not be deemed to include appointments to any office in any 
company, troop, battery, battalion, or regiment of the organized militia 
which volunteers as a body or the officers of which are appointed by the gov- 
ernor of a State or Territory. 

Sec. 24. That for the purpose of providing a reserve force of trained men 
which shall be ready for immediate service whenever called for and organ 
ized under authority of Congress, the Secretary of War is authorized to ap- 
portion among the several States and Territories and to enroll not exceed- 
ing 100,000 men, who shall have served in the Regular or Volunteer Armies of 
the United States or in the organized militia. Such reserve force shall be 


; designated as the National Volunteer Reserve, and when called forth by the 


President shall serve wherever ordered, within or without the territory of 
the United States. Such enrollment shall in each case continue for a period 
of five years, but in the event they shall be called into the service of the 
United States, other than for the purpose of drill, inspection, and instruc- 
tion, they shall be entitled to be discharged at the close of the war or after 
nine months’ service. 

The persons so enrolled shall report for drill, inspection, and instruction 
at such times and places to be specified and under rules and regulations to be 
prescribed by the Secretary of War,and each person so reporting shall, dur- 
ing the time of such service, be subject, as far as practicable, to the regula- 
tions and discipline governing the military establishment and shall be en- 
titled to the same pay and allowances as are or may be provided by law for 
the Army of the United States, to be paid out of the appropriation for the 


| pay of the Army, but in time of peace, except in case of threatened invasion, 


said National Volunteer Reserve shall not be required to perform military 
duty to exceed ten daysin any one year. Whenever a volunteer force shall 
be called for by authority of Congress, and the members of any com- 
panies, troops, batteries, battalions, or regiments of the organized militia 
shall enlist in the Volunteer Army in bodies, such companies, troops, bat- 
teries, battalions, or regiments shall be received as the first organizations of 
such volunteer force. 

Whenever a volunteer force shall be called for by authority of Congress, 
exceeding in number the companies, troops, batteries, battalions, and regi- 
ments of the organized militia which shall enlist in bodies pursuant tothe 

»rovisions of section 6 of the act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for temporarily 
increasing the military establishment of the United States in time of war, 
and for other purposes,” approved April 22, 1898, the persons so enrolled as a 
reserve force of trained men, or so many thereof as shall be required, shall 
be organized in the mannerprovided for the organization of the volunteer 
force by section 12 of the act entitled ““An act for increasing the efficiency of 
the Army of the United States, and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 
1899: Provided, That the President of the United States, in time of peace, may 
by order fix the minimum number of enlisted men in each company, troop, 
battery, signal corps, engineer corps, and hospital corps: Provided further, 
That no person shall belong to both organizations at the same time. 

Sec. 25. That all the volunteer forces of the United States called for by 
authority of Congress shall, except as hereinbefore provided, be organized 
in the manner provided by the act entitled “An act to provide for tempora- 
rily increasing the military establishment in time of war, and for other pur- 
poses,”’ approved April 22, 1898. . 

Src. 26. That sections 1625 to 1660, both included, of Title XVI of the Re- 
vised Statutes, and section 232 thereof, relating to the militia, are hereby re- 
pealed. 

Sxc. 27. That this act shall take effect upon the date of its approval. 


Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I ask that a second be ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska demands the 
second. 

Mr. DICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a sec- 
ond be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there objection? 

Mr. STARK. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears none. The Chair rec 
the gentleman from Ohio for twenty minutes, and the gentleman 
from Nebraska will control twenty minutes. 

Mr. DICK. Mr. Speaker, very briefly, for the information of 





2n1ZzZes 


ae an heen abe cor, Posy ag diaper youre sypmroompssietir 
rsons specially quali- | the House, I will state that this bill is the bill which was unani 


fied to hold commissions in any volunteer force which may hereafter be | 
called for and organized under the authority of Congress, other than a force | 


mously reported by the Committee on Militiaon March 20. Now 
I yield to my colleague, the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
STARK]. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman from 
Ohio takes his seat, I would like to ask him a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICK. Certainly. 
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Mr. BARTLETT. Idesire to ask the gentleman if he proposes 
to amend section 8 of this bill? 

Mr. DICK. The amendment to which the gentleman refers 
has been accepted by the committee and was read in accordance 
with the agreement I had with the committee this afternoon. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Ohio a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana? 

Mr. DICK. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Ohio if this is a general reorganization of the 
militia of the various States? 


Mr. DICK. It is. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Concerning each of the States? 
Mr. DICK. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And how many men will be 


affected or governed by this act? 
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Mr. DICK. The militia of the United States, whatever it may | 


amount to. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
the number of men? 

Mr. DICK. If the gentleman refers to the unenrolled militia, 
as it is now termed, there would be 10,000,000 of them. Of the 
organized militia, 115,000. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
ported this bill in March? 

Mr. DICK. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
has asked the Committee on Rules for consideration of this meas- 
ure when Congress was not in its closing hours? 

Mr. DICK. No; it was on the Calendar, and has been waiting 
its turn on the Calendar. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I wouid like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama? 

Mr. DICK. Yes. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio a 
question in regard to sections 23 and 24 of the bill. These two 
sections seem to engraft upon our militia laws entirely new pro- 
visions. The sections 23 and 24 seem to provide for the creation 
of a *‘national volunteer reserve,’’ as it is called, and it seems 
that the officers for this national volunteer reserve are all to be 
appointed by Federal authority, under regulations laid down 
here, and I see that by section 24 the Secretary of War is author- 
ized to enroll not exceeding 100,000 men in this new force called 
the national volunteer reserve. Now, all of those 100,000 men 
and all of those additional officers appointed by the President or 
under Federal authority constitute an entirely new provision 
under our militia law, as I understand it. 

Mr. DICK. It is a new provision; yes, sir. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I would like to havean explanation of that— 
the provisions of the bill to be found in sections 23 and 24—and I 
ask the House to scan those two provisions of the bill before vot- 
ing for it, inasmuch as we can not debate the bill. 

Mr. DICK. Section 23, providing for the officers, simply pro- 
vides for the examination of men competent to hold commissions 
in the Army, providing a system of examination, and furthermore 
provides that they shall be apportioned as nearly as may be among 
the States. In other words, it follows as near as possible the law 
which we now have referring to volunteer officers. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Now, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. DICK. Just a moment. 

Mr. CLAYTON. In connection with that 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is answering the question of 
the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. DICK. I wanted to answer both the gentleman’s ques- 
tions at one time, if possible. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Then, I desire to ask the gentleman another 
question in that connection. 

Mr. DICK. Ican best answer the question with reference to 
section 24 by a published letter of the Secretary of War, inasmuch 
as it is a correct interpretation of the section and at the same time 
would imply how the Department which will execute and admin- 
ister this law, if it becomes a law, views this section. And if the 
House will permit, I will send the letter to the Clerk’s desk and 
have it read. 

The SPEAKER. The letter will be read in the time of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 13, 1902. 


My DEAR Stir: I thank you for your letter of June 7 relating toclause of 
the Dick bill which has reference to the so-called reserve force of 100,000 
men, and saying that there isan impression in some States that the enroll- 
ment ha reserve force would be inimical to the best interests of the 


Will the gentleman give us about 


The gentleman’s committee re- 
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National Guard. 















JUNE 30, 








I think such an impression must necessarily be founded upon a misunder- 
standing as to the true meaning and effect of the bill. The proposed enrol]- 
ment of not exceeding 100,000 veterans, who have been graduated from the 
Regular Army, the volunteers, and the National Guard, is carefully subor- 
dinated by the bill to the National Guard itself, which has a preference of 
aa ones in peace and opportunity in war definitely secured to it by 
the bill. 

The National Guard is practically made a first reserve so far as it elects to 
become so, while the proposed enrollment of veterans practically takes the 
place of a second or volunteer reserve, to be called into service only when any 
other volunteer organization would be called into service, and the great effect 
produced being that after the Regular Army and after the National Guard 
we shall have a volunteer force, the first regiments of which are composed of 
experienced and trained soldiers who have seen service and have then gone 
back to civil life. 

As we have a three years’ term of enlistment in the Regular Army, ap 
proximately one-third of the 66,000 go out each year on the expiration of 
their enrollment. After making allowance for reenlistment, nearly 20,000 
a year will be regularly going back into civil life. We want to keep track of 
those young men and beable to call them out instantly whenever war com 
and have the first volunteer regiments composed of them and of the young 
men who have seen service and graduated from the volunteer regiments of 
ee war with Spain, and who have seen service in the National Guard and 

ave graduated from that. 

Until war comes we will simply keep track of these men by enrollment. 
When the war comes they will be organized and put into the field ready for 
immediate service while the other volunteer regiments are being trained 
There is no doubt that by this expedient we will save months of valuab'e 
time in the organization of a very considemmble force, but so far as the Na- 
tional Guard is concerned it will make no difference, because under the bill 
the National Guard organizations come first. 

Iam very glad to be assured by your letter of your belief in the bill, and 
I assure you that your valuable support for its provisions is appreciated. | 
am confident that when it is enacted and put into force the organization and 
regulation of the citizen soldiery, upon whom our country must in the main 


| rely in all future wars, will be far more efficient than it has ever been }x 


fore, and that it will give to the United States at a minimum of expense a 


May T ask the gentleman if he | defensive power greater than could be obtained by the expenditure of mil- 


lions of dollars annually in maintaining a larger standing army, and I am 
also confident that it will greatly promote the practical importance, the dig- 
nity, and efficiency of the National Guard throughout the United States. 


Sincerely, yours, ) 
ELIHU ROOT, Secretary of War. 


Mr. CLAYTON. 
tleman? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield again to the gentle- 
man from Alabama? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I desire simply to call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion, in connection with these two sections, to a provision of the 
Constitution. 

Mr. DICK. Mr. Speaker, I must decline to yield, there are so 
many who want to talk upon the measure in the twenty minutes 
allotted to me. 

Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. DICK. I yield to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
STARK], a member of the committee. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I should like to ask the gentleman how he 
reconciles this bill with the provision of the Constitution ‘‘ to pro- 
vide for organizing, arming, disciplining, * * * the militia, 
* * * reserving to the States respectively the appointment of 
the officers and the authority of training the militia,” etc. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama must recog- 
nize the fact that the gentleman from Ohio has declined to yield 
further. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Stark] has the 
floor for twenty minutes. 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. McCLELLAN]. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, under our system of Army 
organization the Regular Army can only be and ought only to 
be a nucleus which in time of war can be expanded sufficiently to 
make a first line of defense to hold off invasion, so that volunteer 
regiments can be organized behind it to constitute the main army. 

Under the present Army law there is a certain amount of elas- 
ticity. The Army may be expanded up to a maximum of a hun- 
dred thousand men; but in view of our insular possessions and 
the necessary garrisons for them and for Hawaii and Porto Rico, 
the present Army in timeof war would be absolutely insufficient. 
It is necessary, if invasion is to be repelled, to provide some sec- 
ond line of defense, and the Dick bill attempts to do so. 

The bill is not perfect by any manner of means, but it is the 
best that can be expected under the circumstances, and reflects 
the greatest credit upon the chairman of the committee [General 
Dick] and upon his colleague, the head of the minority [Mr. 
STaRK], who have compromised many differences and have pre- 
sented to us a bill that should be voted for by every member of 
this House, regardless of politics. 

The bill provides for a general similarity of organization of all 
the militia in the United States. It provides that all the militia 
shall be equipped and armed with United States arms and equip- 
ment, and, moreover, that the apportionment of the million dollars 
annually appropriated shall not be made unless each of the militia 
organizations of the several States shall have performed at least 
five days’ service in camp with troops and 24 drills in armory. 
Now, this of course is not sufficient to make a fully organized 
and well-drilled militia, but five days in the field and twenty-four 


Mr. Speaker, may I now interrupt the gen- 
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days in armory are certainly better than nothing, and a militia Comparisons in regard to rivers and harbors are as follows: 
that has gone through this experience for some years will un- | For a. oe wen tne ne nenn en teeeeeneee en eeen nee en nnee nanan eeee eennee 985, 000, 000 
questionably be better than absolutely raw troops. Moreover, it | fo" jor’ about oo 
provides for rifle practice, and this is a most excellent provision. | For 1900,about......-...-...-----.-----------------------2-0eeeeeeeoes 25, 000, 000 
Sections 23 and 24, providing for the examination and the par- | For 1899, about ......--....---.-~--------- +--+ --++--0+ +--+ ---2 000+ -0+- 15, 000, 000 
tial training of officers, and for the organization of a national | POT 180%, apout......-..----~---------00- --00re-nennvennnnnnnenneen sons ro ealone 
volunteer reserve, are probably the best features of the bill. The | For 1896, about............-...-.------.---------0----------sss2eseeeee 11,000, 000 
officers provided for in section 23 must follow a course of instruc- It will be seen that this year’s river and harbor bill is nearly three times 
tion at schools designated by the War Department. They will | 5 large as the largest preceding river and harbor bill. 
associate with regulars; they will receive instruction from regu- be ere as to the Navy bill also follow: 2 
lars; and having been instructed and having passed examinations, = —— PiemERaAeHeaanKateceneeainemecnaasacasuas onnamwen sg oan 
they will be placed upon lists from which they can be taken, in | For 1901, about..........---...-------------------2-------222e2ee--2-. 61,000,000 
the order in which they have passed their examinations, to receive | For 1900, BOT cnc cceeececce cn ccws cwcenemccecenneceeccesenceccencesers 48, 000, 000 
commissions in the volunteer service in case of war. Se EE On TPatr* “area ~~~ einehetnonewsmaworepemnesserenres eos 
The national volunteer reserve provided for by the bill is what | For 1897) about............-----. --.------.-2e+eseccceereeercree see. 30,000,000 


9? 


may becailed ‘‘a third line of defense.’’ It willconsist of men who | 
have been discharged from the regulars and from the volunteers, 
and may be drilled for ten days every year. It will certainly be | 
fairly well drilled, and in case of war can in a very short time be | 
knocked into shape as a passable volunteer force, and commanded 
by men who have received the rudiments of a military education. 
While, as I say, the bill is by no means perfect, while I should 
like to see the five days’ service extended possibly to two or three 


weeks and made obligatory, this bill is at the same time a tre- | 


mendous step in the right direction, and should be passed by the 
House of Representatives to-night. [Applause. ] 

Mr. STARK. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Hay]. 

Mr.HAY. Myr. Speaker, I hold in my hand a statement of the 
appropriations which have been made this year, and also a com- 
parative statement of appropriations made for several years back, 
which statement I desire to incorporate in the remarks that I am 
going to make. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to have the state- 
ment read now? 

Mr. HAY. No, sir; I desire leave to incorporate it in my re- 
marks. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will have that privilege. 

There was no objection. 

The statement is as follows: 

Appropriations of the Fifty-seventh Congress, first session. 
[Omitting hundreds. } 
Uren i ccd oe oils 4s dei xs ded cudatas GonneeeGinntieea a ..... $20,384,000 


Pension 139, 842, C00 
Cr , 958, 000 


msular and diplomatic 








Seca Wit ne iintneeuns duccehdudpboiipbe sons 193,000 | 
cen he ba ba aeoeesenabasedsoe 138, 472, 000 | 
Cini Si ia, ctu samidhumindibeeddnde ene ese , 000 
Legislative, executive, and judicial ...............-.-.---...02---eee 338, 000 
Ordnance and fortifieations- --.... Fa ccm badean wel aibnd wibiedbise uiehs , 299, 000 
Pore re aad 6 vine n sk cece ecscdcwndanecsis cccenteve 178,000 
Omni Go inks pthihtns nnecitidanneceacheeenat 1,640, 000 
A rai ba ihe bn dbenemitisns cupnas ates téneawes wots 5,210,000 
SETI Ie ns ee, nd aawubesmbamatusaon 65, 108, 000 
Oansel ah ee SE TE. Sane tccbtie Sanedsvesccecunansebtueucce 19, 425, 000 
I aa a 9, 080, 000 
SSURIME I i ete a. Scan haceas mmbinwedaddadionaebaeevoen 60, 125, 000 
ARGC ir mm ee peoneenedd . 8,548,000 
BETSCA Ry dn. Ss cuciadonskbau canes suscenenchumbate 2,627,000 
PORRIDGE akatis dais 05:3656 cid cane tieine wadeciivatas Canin 189, 120, 000 
PU iii vicki ee 91, 580, 000 
OUT occ ee eR ‘ a 


Ge 





neral deficiency - 8, 250, 000 


DE TSCORTUNIIN  e e a c a sdkanisnn atadee binges eaeeionnoue 2,250, 000 
Permanent appropriations .......... dis aws cieebaniblhneianienins 128, 000, 000 
DORE pied caine Si coc caddies dawenadaennabiitsdalaaaiiens 998, 403, 000 


COMPARISONS WITH THE PREVIOUS YEARS. 


Comparisons with all previous years show the appropriations of this ses- 
n to have been in excess of those in any previous session of Congress, and 

far in excess of all except the second session of the Fifty-fifth Congress, in 
ich there was an extraordinary deficiency bill of nearly $350,000,000, on ac- 
int of the Spanish war. 


a} 


Leaving out this particular instance, the totals of 
‘ent years foot up in round numbers as follows: 


: 1908, about 





Ss 


» ” 620,000, 000 
Ow a a 610, 000, 000 
RI i A 610,000, 000 
NOR A A a a ae 450, 000, 000 
OP WOU, MR alice cull Bieta cite cai ee tie Se te 440, 000, 000 
For 1896, about........... Ee ee A eM al i 430,000, 000 


- Che pensions appropriations have remained practically stationary 
me past. In the present year’s appropriations the consular and Hplcanntie 
, the legislative, executive, and judicial bill, the agricultural bill, and the 
District of Columbia bill all show considerable increases over last year and 
‘eVlous years, amounting on an average to one million or so apiece over last 
ear’s bills. The Military Academy bill has jumped up to about four times 
‘much as it ever was before, and a great increase is seen in the sundry civil 
ill and in the rivers and harbors bill. Comparisons in regard to the sundry 
civil bill are as follows: 


for some | 


a en $60, 000,000 | 
OE I ee 54, 000, 000 
F Ww... CRN Se, eee r tnt ponerse rep 49, 000, 000 | 
WP OE Se a i aa 39, 000, 000 
a UU Raat tr) 84, 000, 000 


For 1895, about , snail Ads dite caana dh napa aint 25, 000, 000 
It will thus be seen that this year’s nayal bill is the largest on record; at 
least since the civil war. 
The Army bill, while not as large as that of last year, is more than three 
times as large as in any year previous to the Spanish war and since tha civil 
war. 
Mr, HAY. I desire to call attention to the statement of the 
Secretary of War as to expenditures in the Philippine Islands. 
Fifty thousand soldiers have been kept in the Philippine Islands 
for each of the last three years. 
It is also a well-known fact that each soldier costs $1,500, which 
makes $225,000,000 for the last three years for the soldiers kept 
there, besides the $20,000,000 that we paid, making $245,000,000 
Add to this the $170,000,000 reported by 


which has been spent. 
the Secretary of War. I also want to call attention in the very 


| brief time I have to the fact that there are other expenses inci- 


dent to our occupation of the Philippines which, together with 
those I have named, amount to $500,000,000. 

I want to call attention to a further fact, that by a recorded 
vote, and several recorded votes, in this House the Republicans 
have refused information upon all the different questions which 


| we desire to know about as to the expenditures in those islands. 


I want further to call attention to the fact that we need light, 
and the people of this country need light, and more light, upon 
the different expenditures which this country has been put to on 
account of those islands, more particularly as to the expenses in 
Cuba, which have been by vote of this House smothered, so that 
no man in this country can tell how the money of this country 
or the money of Cuba has been spent during our occupation 
there. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. STARK. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, it is impossible in that length 
of time to point out the many defects and imperfections of this 
bill. Indeed, Mr. Speaker, in that length of time it is impossible 
to make a distinct and succinct statement of the provisions in 
this bill. It is impossible to review any one of the defects and 
shortcomings of this bill which the gentleman from New York, 


| a friend of this measure, has admitted that it contains. 


The House has not had any time for the proper consideration of 
this bill. Its merits may be told in glowing terms, but its de- 
merits can not now, under the motion of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Dick], be pointed out. His motion cuts off proper consid- 
eration and limits debate to a few minutes, which is controlled 
by the friends of the measure. 

But let me hurriedly read sections 23 and 24 of the bill. I have 
not had time to study them, for this bill has been called up in 
the closing hours of the session without having been considered 
in the Committee of the Whole, and it is sought to now rush it 
through without opportunity of amendment. Let me read sec- 
tions 23 and 24, 

Sec. 23. That for the purpose of securing a list of persons specially quali- 
fied to hold commissions in any volunteer force which may hereafter be 
called for and organized under the authority of Congress, other than a force 
composed of organized militia, the Secretary of War is authorized from time 
to time to convene boards of officers at suitable and convenient Army posts 
| in different parts of the United States, who shall examine as to their qualifi 
cations for the command of troops or for the performance of staff duti« 
applicants who shall have served in the Regular Army of the United Stat 
in any of the volunteer forces of the United States, or in the organized mili- 
tia of any State or Territory or District of Columbia, or who, being a citi- 
zen of the United States, shall have attended or purened a regular l 
instruction in any military school or college of the United States Army, or 
| shall have graduated from any educational institution to which an officer o 
the Army or Navy has been detailed as —— ndent or prof pul 
suant to law after having creditably pursued the course of military instruc 
tion therein provided. , 

Such examinations shall be under rules and regulations prescribed by the 
Secretary of War, and shall be especially directed to ascertain the practical 
capacity of the applicant. The record of previous service of the applicant 
shall be oausidered as a part of the examination. Upon the conclusion of 
each examination the board shall certify to the War Department its judg- 
mentas to the fitness of the applicant, stating the office. if any, which it deems 
him qualified to fill, and, upon approval by the President, the names of the 
persons certified to be qualified shall be inscribed in a register to be kept in 
| the War Department for that purpose. ’ ! 
The persons so certified and registered shall, subject to a physical exami- 
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80, 000, 000 


nation at the time, constitute the eligible class for commissions pursuant to 
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such certificates in any volunteer force hereafter called for and organized | The SPE 
Congress, other than a force composed of organized | 


under the authority o 
militia: Provided, That no person shall be entitled to receive a commission 
as second lieutenant after he shall have passed the age of 30; as first lieuten- 
ant after he shall have passed the age of 35; as captain after he shall have 
passed the age of 40; as major after he shall have passed the age of 45; as lieu- 
tenant-colonel after he shall have passed the age of 50, or as colonel after he 
shall haye passed the age of 55: And provided further, That such appoint- 
ments shall be distributed proportionately, as near as may be, among the 
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various States contributing such volunteer force: And provided, That the | 
appointments in this section provided for shall not be deemed to include ap- | 


pointments to any office in any company, troop, battery, battalion, or regi- 
ment of the 
which are appointed by the governor of a State or Territory. 

SEC 





which shall be ready for immediate service whenever called for and organ- 
ized under authority of Congress, the Secretary of War is authorized to en- 
roll not exceeding 100,000 men, who shall have served in the Regular or Vol- 
unteer armies of the United States or in the organized militia. Such reserve 
force shall be designated as the National Volunteer Reserve, and when 
called forth by the President shall serve wherever ordered, within or with- 
out the territory of the United States. 

Such enrollment shall in each case continue for a period of five years, but 
in the event they shall be called into the service of the United States, other 
than tor the purpose of drill, inspection, and instruction, they shall be en- 
titled to be discharged at the close of the war or after nine months’ service. 
The persons so enrolled shall report for drill, inspection, and instruction at 
such times and places to be specified and under rules and regulations to be 
prescribed by the Secretary of War, and each person so reporting shall, dur- 
ing the time of such service, be subject, as far as practicable, to the regula- 
tions and discipline governing the military establishment and shall be en- 
titled to the same pay and allowances as are or may be provided by law for 
the Army of the United States, to be paid out of the appropriation for the 
pay of the Army, but in time of peace, exceptin case of threatened invasion, 
said National Volunteer Reserve shall not be required to perform military 
duty to exceed ten days in any one year. 

Whenever a volunteer force shall be called for by authority of Congress, 
and the members of any companies, troops, batteries, battalions, or regi- 
ments of the organized militia shall enlist in the Volunteer Army in bodies, 
such companies, troops, batteries, battalions, or regiments shall be received 
as the first organizations of such volunteer force. Whenever a volunteer 
force shall be called for by authority of Congress, exceeding in number the 
companies, troops, batteries, battalions, and regiments of the organized mili- 
tia which shall enlist in bodies pursuant to the provisions of section 6 of the 
act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for temporarily increasing the military estab- 
lishment of the United States in time of war, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved April 22, 1898, the persons so enrolled as a reserve force of trained 
men, or so many thereof as shall be required, shall be organized in the man- 
ner provided for the organization of the volunteer force by section 12 of the 
act entitled ‘An act for increasing the efficiency of the Army of the United 
States, and for other purposes,’ approved March 2, 1899: Provided, That the 
President of the United States, in time of peace, may by order fix the mini- 
mum number of enlisted men in each company, troop, battery, signal corps, 
engineer corps, and hospital corps: Provided further, That no person shall 
belong to both organizations at the same time. 

Mr. Speaker, in connection with sections 23 and 24 of the bill, 
I desire to call attention to the title of this bill and its purposes, 
its alleged purposes. It is ‘‘To promote the efficiency of the 
militia, and for other purposes;’’ so says its title. Yet we find in 
sections 23 and 24 of the bill provisions entirely foreign to any 
militia bill that was ever drawn; and I think, Mr. Speaker, in the 
light of the Constitution they contain provisions inimical to that 
instrument and foreign to the constitutional idea of what shall 
constitute the militia. I call attention to this provision of the 
Constitution: 

“The Congress shall have power * * * 

‘16. To provide for organizing, arming, and disciplining the militia, and 
for governing such part of them as may be employed in the service of the 
United States, reserving to the States, respectively, the appointment of the 

officers, and the authority of training the militia according to the discipline 
prescribed by Congress.” 


organized militia which volunteers as a body or the officers of | 


. as 9 : | 
24. That for the purpose of providing a reserve force of trained men 
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AKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I want to make the point of order that the 
opponents of the measure have not been accorded any time at all, 
All the time has been given to the friends of the measure. 

The SPEAKER. That should have been looked after when 
the second was ordered. The Chair is following the rule in these 
matters, and the point of order of the gentleman is overruled. 

Mr. STARK. I hope the gentleman from Ohio will consume 
some of his time. 

Mr. DICK. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, as one of the members of the Na- 
tional Guard of Pennsylvania, I am authorized by the adjutant- 
general of the National Guard of that State to inform the House 
that the provisions of this bill meet with the unqualified indorse- 
ment and hearty support of the officers and the 8,000 patriotic 


| men who give their voluntary service to the National Guard of 


that State. Whatever State pride these men might have had in 
their individual organizations, they are willing to yield freely to 
this national scope for the second line of defense for the preserva- 
tion and the safety of our country. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, there is one company of the National Guard of 
Pennsylvania to which I wish to refer especially. It is to pre- 
serve their rights and privileges that a paragraph has been in- 
serted in this bill. The First Troop, Philadelphia City Cavalry, 
was organized in 1774 by a body of gentlemen of the city of Phila- 
delphia, and offered their services to the Provisional Government. 
On the wall of their armory hangs the colors carried at the battles 
of Trenton and Princeton. In their archives is treasured the 
letter of Washington, whose bodyguard they were, thanking them 
for their tour of duty during the campaign in New Jersey. In 
the war of 1812 the troop participated in the battle on the Brandy- 
wine in Delaware. In the civil war they served in the first 
ninety days’ campaign, when 75 per cent of the men returned 
as officers, many serving until the close of the war and attaining 
the rank of brigadier-general. In the late Spanish war the servy- 
ices of the troop were accepted, and they served in Porto Rico. 
Thus for a century and a quarter this body of gentlemen have 
ever been ready in a state of efficiency to respond to the call of 


| their country, and this provision preserving their ancient privi- 


leges is a proper recognition by the National Legislature of their 


| long and faithful service to their country. 


Now, an examination of section 23 discloses the fact that the | 


appointment of these officers is taken away from the State an- 
thorities. 
the Secretary of War is authorized to enroll not exceeding 


An examination of section 24 discloses the fact that | 


100.000 men, who shall have served in the Regular Army or vol- | 


unteer army of the United States orin the organized militia; and 
it also discloses that this new sort of an army—we have heard be- 


war, and of the militia, but here is a new kind of an army—the 
‘* national volunteer reserves ’”’ 
retary of War, it may contain 100,000 men, not to be officered by 
the State authorities, but to be officered on examinations by a 
board created by the Federal authorties. 


I am opposed to this centralizing feature. Let us consider this 


bill and pass a measure that will aid the militia of the States, but | 
not go to the extent of creating under the name of national vol- | 
unteer reserve a standing army of 100,000 men, as the Secretary | 


of War may determine. 
Mr. Speaker, I do not believe we have the authority to engraft 
this provision on a militia law. But whether we have by a 


—and, in the discretion of the Sec- | 





strained construction, and nobody can tell what strain the Con- | 


stitution has to undergo in this day and time, nobody can tell 
how much the Supreme Court will say, ‘‘ We feel compelled to 
yield something to the executive department.’’ I believe that is 
about the lansuage of one of the justices in a celebrated case. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
, Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I call your attention to the 
act—— 








The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DICK. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. GRAHAM]. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, the necessity for this measure 
or something of a similar nature is conceded by all who have 
given the matter any attention whatever, and the statement of 
Mr. Dick, chairman of the Militia Committee, that the existing 
law which it is now sought to supersede was enacteil in 1792 and 
has remained virtually unchanged ever since, notwithstanding 
its requirements are obsolete and no attempts made at its enforce- 
ment, is an irrefutable argument in favor of this bill. 

The late war with Spain demonstrated the importance of a uni- 
form organization, armament, and discipline among our State 
militia or National Guard. 

The purpose of this bill is to make the organization and arma- 
ment of the National Guard of the several States identical with 
the Regular Army, and to increase its efficiency by providing for 
instruction and examination by officers of the Regular Army, and 
field maneuvers under service conditions either with or without 
regular troops. 

As a member of the Militia Committee I would state that we 
invited the adjutant-generals of all the States to meet with us in 


| conference either in person or by correspondence, and after care- 
fore of the Regular Army, of the volunteer army in the time of | 


fully digesting and considering this bill copies of it were sent to 
the adjutant-generals of the various States and to prominent of- 
ficers of the National Guard and also distributed through tl 
Interstate National Guard Association to the officers of the milit 1a 
organizations of the United States generally, inviting criticism 


| and comment, and I can safely say that this bill represents the 


consensus of opinion and the mature judgment of the National 
Guard of the various States and meets with their approval gen- 
erally. ; ‘ 

As a lawmaker Iam content to accept the commendation 0! 


| the Father of our Country, President Washington, who, in his 


message to Congress in 1794, said: 
The devising and establishing of a well-regulated militia would bea genuine 
source of legislative honor and a perfect title to public gratitude. s 
I trust this Congress may signalize itself by the passage of this 
bill and thereby earn the gratitude of the public. [Applause. | 
Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, the committce 


having charge of this bill found the militia laws of the United 
States in astate of great confusion. They were often contradictory 
and frequently obsolete. Nearly every President, from Washing- 
ton to Roosevelt, has made a recommendation for improvement 
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in the militia law. In his message at the opening of the present 
session President Roosevelt said: 

Our militia law is obsolete and worthless. The organization and arma- 
ment of the National Guard of the several States * * * should be made 


identical with those provided for the regular forces. The obligations and 
duties of the guard in time of war should be carefully defined. * * * Itis 


utterly impossible in the excitement and haste of impending war to do this | 


satisfactorily if the arrangements have not been made long beforehand. 

He also calls attention to the fact that when the Spanish- 
American war broke out the volunteer troops, being mainly from 
the National Guard of the several States, were supposed to be well 
equipped—which supposition was not realized. 

That the existing law on this subject is entirely obsolete will 
appear from sections 1625 and 1628 of the Revised Statutes. A 
perusal of section 1625 will surprise most people of this country 
by informing them that every able-bodied citizen between the 
ages of 18 and 45 is, in contemplation of the law, a member of the 
militia. It reads as follows: 


Src. 1625. Every able-bodied male citizen of the respective States, resident | 


therein, who is of the age of 18 years and under the age of 45 years, shall be 
enrolled in the militia. 


Section 1628, which I shall insert in my remarks at this point, 
is not so alarming, but it is amusing and will be sufficient to 
prove to every member of this House that some new legislation 
on this subject is necessary. It reads: 

Sxc. 1628. Every citizen shall, after notice of his enrollment, be constantly 
provided with a good musket or firelock, of a bore sufficient for balls of the 
eighteenth part of a pound, a sufficient bayonet and belt, two spare flints, and 
a knapsack, a pouch with a box therein to contain not less than 24 cartridges 
suited to the bore of his musket or firelock, each cartridge to contain a proper 
quantity ef powder and ball; or with a good rifle, knapsack, shot pouch, and 
p »wderhorn, 20 balls suited to the bore of his rifle, and a quarter of a pound 
of powder, and shall appear so armed, accoutered, and provided when called 
out to exercise or into service, except that when called out on company days 
to exercise only he may appear without knapsack; and all arms, ammunition, 
and accouterments so provided and required shall be held exempted from all 
suits, distresses, executions, or sales for debt or for the payment of taxes. 
Each commissioned officer shall be armed with a sword or hanger and 


spontoon. 


In the short time allotted to me I can only call attention to the 
salient features of the bill. The object of the committee has 


been to modernize the organization of the National Guard and to | 
bring its organization, armament, and discipline into complete | 


harmony and accord with that of the Regular Army. Section 3 
has reference principally to this and is as follows: 

Sec. 3. That the regularly enlisted, organized, and uniformed active 
militia in the several States and Territories and the District of Columbia 
who have heretofore participated or shall hereafter participate in the ap- 
portionment of the annual appropriation provided by section 1661 of the Re- 


vised Statutes of the United States, as amended, whether known and | 


designated as National Guard, militia, or otherwise, shall constitute the 
organized militia. The organization, armament, and discipline of the organ- 
ized militia in the several States and Territories and in the District of Co- 
lumbia shall be the same as that which is now or may hereafter be prescribed 
for the Regular and Volunteer armies of the United States: Provided, That 
the President of the United States, in time of peace, may by order fix the 
minimum number of enlisted men in each company, troop, battery, signal 
corps, engineer corps, and hospital corps. 


Section 4, which authorizes the President to call out the organ- 
ized militia or National Guard for a period not exceeding nine 
months whenever he may deem it necessary to repel invasion, 


suppress rebellion, or enable him to execute the laws, makes the | 
nilitia forces of the country, heretofore of too little value except | 


for local police purposes, available for the national defense. Sec- 
tion 13 will perhaps be of more immediate interest to members of 
the militia of the country than any other section. While the sec- 
tion is long, its purport can be briefly stated. It provides that 
the militia shall be furnished by the United States Government 
with up-to-date guns and equipment. It appropriates money to 
provide the National Guard with ‘‘ United States standard serv- 
ice magazine arms, with bayonets, bayonet scabbards, bullets, 
and such other necessary accouterments and equipments as are 
required for the Army of the United States.”’ 

These are supplied without charging the cost against the allot- 


ment of the States under the annual appropriation provided by | 


section 1661 of the Revised Statutes. The equipment, of course, 


remains the property of the United States, available for use in | 
ume of war. The result of this will be that the United States | 


will have in case of war a large number of modern magazine 
rifles, not rusting in storage, but in the hands of persons trained 
touse them, Section 15 provides for participation on the part of 
the National Guard, under certain conditions and restrictions, in 
the encampment, maneuvers, and field instruction of any part of 
the Regular Army at or near any military post. 

lhe bill has also many other useful provisions. It is believed 
on the whole that the bill goes very far toward giving the country 
a complete up-to-date working law for the organization, equip- 
ment, drill, and government of the militia. In a letter to the 
chairman of the committee, dated March 18, 1902, Secretary Root 
Says: “I have examined the measure with great care, and approve 
the wise and patriotic endeavors of the committee to frame an 
enactment which seems to me well calculated to accomplish the 
purpose set forth in its title.’’ The committee, Mr. Speaker, 
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offers the bill to the House with a considerable degree of confidence 
that it merits the commendation so generously bestowed by the 
| Secretary of War. [Applause. | 
| Mr. STARK. I now yield three minutes to my colleague, Mr. 
| WILEY. 
| Mr. WILEY. Mr. Speaker, there are many things in this bill 
| affecting materially the militia forces of the country, now char- 
| acterized as the National Guard. The Army question is at rest, 
| certainly for the present, and the problem confronting us, as law- 
makers, is the necessity of systematizing, training, and regulating 
a reserve force to be used in time of war or whenever itis required 
to preserve the public peace. 
The military organizations of the United States have probably 
; never had. _ a Commander in Chief from whom more could be ex- 
pected, particularly by the State troops, than President Roose- 
velt. Asa volunteer officer in the Spanish-American war he won 
imperishable honors at San Juan Hill. He thoroughly under- 
stands the question. Secretary Root’s annual report outlined the 
policy of the Administration, and his recommendations were 
strongly indorsed by the President in his message to Congress. 
Briefly stated, these recommendations look to the arming, 
equipment, and thorough reorganization of the National Guard or 
State troops in such manner that they shall be treated as a first or 
favored reserve, entitled to a preference in the manner of being 
| called into the service of the United States, when occasion re- 
quires, in order to execute the laws of the Union, suppress insur- 
rection, and repel invasion, or be in readiness beforehand to meet 
any threatened attack from any hostile source, whether at home 
| or abroad; and, with this object in view, it is proposed that the 
| term of service under any call shall be limited to nine months, 
except in case of the reserved force of trained men authorized to 
be organized under sections 23 and 24 of the act; that the National 
Guard shall join in annual encampments at national military 
camps with troops of the Regular Army; that Army officers shall 
be detailed for duty in each State; and that militia officers attend- 
ing a military college shall be allowed travel pay, quarters, and 
| the like. 
| The President, in his recent message to Congress, recommended 
| the camping and maneuvering together of at least a division 
| (about 9,000 men) of regulars with the same number of State 
| 
i 


troops, and that, whenever practicable, these troops should be 
embarked on transports in order to give the officers the necessary 
experience in the handling of such movements. The bill under 
consideration carries into operation and effect all these recom- 
mendations or suggestions. 

The Government is expending about $1,000,000 a year upon our 
State troops. They will now receive everything needed or useful 
in the way of arms, equipment, uniforms, tents, etc.: and the 
purpose of the bill is to see to it that they, both officers and 

| men, do not lack for the best military instruction and discipline. 
| Of course, they will still be in the service of the State, and only 
be subject to be ‘*‘ called forth’’ by the President in those contin- 
gencies and exigencies enumerated in the Federal Constitution. 

The measure we are considering is entitled ‘‘A bill to promote 
the efficiency of the militia, and for other purposes.’’ It comes 
to the House with the unanimous indorsement and support of 
every member of the Committee on Militia. The provisions of 
the bill, it seems to me, are eminently wise and beneficent. Under 
its operation the militia of the various States will be placed upon 
a practical and effective basis. 

It is the most intelligent and satisfactory solution of the ques- 
tion of supporting the State troops and rendering them service- 
able to the National Government in the event of war, or for 
executing the laws of the Union, suppressing insurrections, 
repelling invasion, or making preparation to resist threatened 
invasion, Which has ever yet been presented in legislative form, 
so far as my experience and observation extend. 

Most of the States need some such legislation for the reason 
| that they are financially incapable of supporting their own troops 
in proper fashion, as is evidenced by the meager and reluctant 
appropriations made for military purposes during recent years. 
| and it is but fair that the General Government, which is to be a 
| beneficiary, should bear its proportionate share of the burden of 
sustaining these organizations. u 

And the time has arrived when we, in order to promote its effi- 
ciency, should systematize and reorganize the entire militia of the 
country. In my remarks on this occasion it is not my purpose to 
discuss the militia, in its widest sense, as including the whole 
military force of the nation. I shall confine myself to the great 
body of our citizens in the different States and Territories of the 
Union who, actuated by patriotic impulses, within certain ages, 
have been enrolled for instruction and discipline as a reserve 
force—not as a regular employment or occupation and not sub- 
ject to be called into actual service, except in certain contingen- 
cies involving the common defense or general welfare of the 
Republic. 
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This militia, in its narrower sense, has been justly characterized 
as ‘‘the great bulwark of the public safety.”’ 
devising and establishing a well-regulated militia, and of bring- 
ing incongruous detachments of this body into an harmonious 
whole under some uniform system of organization, of inspiring 
them with military interest and of educating them in the per- 
formance of military duties so that they may be promptly and 












dore Roosevelt. 






With the review of our Army establishment is naturally connected that 
of the militia. It will merit inquiry, what imperfections in the existing plan 
further experience may have unfolded. The subject is of so much moment, 
in my estimation, as to excite a constant solicitude that the consideration of 
it may be renewed until the greatest attainable perfection shall be accom- 
plished. Time is wearing away some of the advantages for forwarding the 
object, while none better deserves the persevering attention of the public 


councils 
President Jefferson in 1808 said: 


For a people who are free, and who mean to remain so, a well-organized 
and armed militia is their best security. It is therefore incumbent on us at 
every meeting to revise the condition of the militia, and to ask ourselves if 
it is prepared to repel a powerful enemy at every point of our territories ex- 
posed to invasion. Seme of the States have paid a laudable attention to this 
subject: but every degree of neglect is to be found among others. 

Congress alone has power to produce a uniform state of preparation in this 
great organ of defense; the interest which they so deeply feel in their own 
and their country’s security will present this as among the most important 
objects of their deliberations. 


In the year 1825 President Adams, in the following eloquent 
words, also invited the attention of Congress to this important 
subject: 


The organization of the militia is yet more indispensable to the liberties of 
the country. It is only by an effective militia that we can at once enjoy the 
repose of peace and bid defiance to foreign aggression. It is by the militia 
that we are constituted an armed nation, standing in perpetual panoply of 
defense, in the presence of all the other nations of the earth. To this end it 
would be necessary so to shape its organization as to give it a more united 
and active energy. 


Ten years later President Jackson, in asking Congressional con- 
sideration of this matter, employed this strong language: 


Occurrences to which we, as well as other nations, are liable, both in our 
internal and external relations, point to the necessity of an efficient organi- 
zation of the militia. Iam again induced by the importance of the subject 
to bring it to your attention. To suppress domestic violence and to repel 
foreign invasion, should these calamities overtake us, we must rely inthe 
first instance in the great body of the community whose will has instituted 
and whose power must support the Government. 


President Van Buren in 1837 said: 


It is not, however, compatible with the interests of the people to maintain, 
in time of a, a regular force adequate to the defense of our extensive 
frontiers n 
well-organize } militia, and some general arrangement that will render this 
description of force more efficient has long been a subject of anxious solici- 
tude. It was recommended to the first Congress by General Washington and 
has since been frequently brought to your notice, and recently its importance 
mgly urged by my immediate predecessor. 





stre 


These extracts from the messages of these patriotic Chief Magis- 
trates, and many others which I might quote (except in so doing 


of the House), show clearly that it was the object and desire of 
our revolutionary forefathers to rely for purposes of home pro- 
tection and the execution of the laws of the land almost exclu- 
sively upon the militia forces of the Union. 

Generally speaking, we do not fully appreciate the importance 
of properly maintaining in each State an organized and dis- 
ciplined body of troops, ready for actual service in those emer- 
gencies for which provision is made in the constitutions of most, 
if not all, of the States of the Union. The expense of keeping up 
an organization is but ‘‘dust in the balance ’’—a mere trifle in 


effectively employed in cases of domestic violence or national | 
disaster, as designated in the Constitution, has engaged the atten- | 
tion of every President from George Washington down to Theo- | 





The question of | 


In his message to Congress in 1795 President Washington said: | 
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quired by law to attend military exercises on designated days, 
in preference to regular troops whose sole occupation was war, 
either offensive or defensive. 

Too much can not be said in commendation of the citizen go]- 
diery of our country. In each State they stand for home and 
rooftrees, for hearthstone and fireside. They stand as a shining 
exponent of the dignity, majesty, power, and glory of a State— 
of a federation of sovereign States. They stand to uphold the 
strong right arm of constituted authority; to preserve the peace 
and to enforce the law. The great Washington declared that 
the laws of our country are above the sword. 

Our State militia, now commonly known as the National Guard, 


| recognize the truth of the declaration and act upon it, that the 


law of the land, save in time of actual war, is the commanding 
general of armed men. The constitution of every State in the 
Union requires the governor to see to it that the public peace is 
preserved. The militia conserves that laudable purpose. 

The rigors of winter, the scorching heats of summer, the dust 
and fatigue of the long march, the burdens and privations of the 
camp—all these sacrifices and more they cheerfully endure, and 


| if need be |they are jwilling to lay down their lives in order to 


maintain the honor, preserve the peace, and enforce the laws 
not only of a particular Commonweath, but of the nation as well: 
to take the mob by the throat and to protect, at all hazards, life, 
liberty, and property, without reference to race or creed, and no 
matter what may be the social, civil, religious. or political stand- 
ing of those whose safety is intrusted to their keeping.’ [Ap- 
plause. } 

There seems to be much confusion and misunderstanding on 
the part of the public generally, even among some of our best- 
informed fellow-citizens, as to the right and authority of the Presi- 


| dent at any time, in any contingency, or for any purpose to avail 


yeriods of danger and alarm we must rely principally upon a | 


himself of the services of the militia forces of the different States 
when the peace of the country has been broken or disturbed or 
an invasion is threatened. The Federal Constitution makes this 
question very plain. 

That instrument of our organic law contains the clear ringing 
declaration that Congress shall have power to provide for “ call- 
ing forth’’ the militia in order ** to execute the laws of the Union, 
to suppress insurrection, and to repel invasion.’’ Andas far back 
as the year 1827, when the great John Marshall was Chief Justice 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, this provision of the 
Constitution underwent a review by that lofty tribunal in the 
celebrated case of Martin v. Mott, reportel in 12 Wheaton, begin- 
ning on page 19 of that volume. 

Judge Story, whose legal learning has ornamented the juris- 
prudence of this continent, delivered the unanimous opinion of 
this court. This decision is ‘lucidity crystallized.’’ In this 
leading case,involving, as it does, the question of the authority 
of the Chief Executive of the Republic over the militia organi- 
zations of the country, in all their protean shapes and forms, it 
was expressly held that Congress may not only lawfully provide 
for the execution of the laws of the land and for the suppression of 
insurrections, but may also “‘ provide for cases of imminent dan- 
ger of invasion, as well as for cases where an invasion has actually 


| taken place, and that the power to repel invasion includes the 


power to provide against the danger of invasion; *’ hence, upon the 


| principle of ‘‘ forewarned, forearmed,”’ is the necessity to prepare 


in advance needed and adequate methods “‘ to effectuate the object 
in view: ’’ that one of the best means of repelling invasion is to have 


| in readiness the requisite force for action ‘‘ before the invader him- 


omparison with the great benefits to be derived from such an in- | 


stitutic 


n. In many of the monarchies of the Old World the 
are tax ridden and impoverished in order to maintain im- 
mense standing armies. 

It is always well in peace to prepare for war; but preparation 
on a large scale costs more than its advantages are worth when 
it is made at the expense of a nation’s strength by exhaustion in 
bearing arms, by withdrawing permanently vast numbers of 
men from the daily walks and busy pursuits of life, by retiring 
them from those vocations and employments which tend to en- 
rich a State, and by making them “drones in the hive’’ instead 
of being the prop and support, the stay and hope, for the preser- 
vation of civil liberty and the law of the land, as well as for the 


MASSES 


maintenance of those dependent upon them by the ties of blood | 


or the bonds of affection. 

In this respect the wisdom of our forefathers was strikingly 
manifest. They deprecated a large standing army in the “ pip- 
ing times’? of peace. They trusted to the conservatism and 
patriotism of the people. They relied for national defense upon 
an able-bodied militia, organized for military service and re- 






i 


self has reached our soil;’’ that the President of the United 
States is the exclusive judge as to whether or not the exigencies 
designated by the Constitution have arisen, in which he is em- 
powered to call into service the militia of the different States and 
Territories, and that his decision, when once reached on the sub- 
ject, is absolute, final, and conclusive. 
The facts of this case (Martig v. Mott, supra) are interesting 
and peculiar. During the war of 1812 Governor Tomp*ins, 0! 
New York, upon the requisition of President Madison (a 5 
ern man, himself a native of Virginia), ordered certain port 
of the militia of New York State ‘‘ to be detailed into the service 
of the United States of America.”” One Jacob E. Mott, being 4 
private in a militia company and liable to do military service 12 
that capacity, refused to rendezvous and enter into the service 0! 
the United States in obedience to this command. 


+} 
uth- 


Asa result he 
was regularly court-martialed, ‘‘ found guilty of delinquency, 
and fined $96.’’ ; 

Failing to pay the fine, he was sentenced to twelve months 
imprisonment. <A certificate of the finding of the general court- 
martial having issued and been placed into the hands of one 


| Martin, as deputy sheriff, he proceeded to execute the same by 


taking certain goods belonging to Mott. As a result of this se1z- 
ure under this character of process, Mott instituted against Mar- 
tin in one of the courts in New York State an action of replevin 
to recover the chattels so taken and withheld from him. 
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In discussing the facts of the case as thus presented the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, amongst other things, say: 

A free people are naturally jealous of the exercise of military power, and 
the power to call the militia into actual service is certainly felt to be of no 
ordinary magnitude. It is not a power which can be executed without a 
correspondent_ responsibility. We are all of the opinion that the authority 
to decide whether the exigency has arisen belongs exclusively to the Presi- 
dent and that his decision is conclusive upon all persons. 

The power itself is to be exercised upon certain emergencies, upon great 
cecasions of state, and under circumstances which may be vital to the ex- 
istence of the Union. A prompt and unhesitating obedience to orders is in- 
dispensable to the complete attainment of the object. The service is a mili- 
tary service, and the command of a military nature, and in such cases every 
delay and every obstacle to an efficient and immediate compliance necessa- 
rily tend to jeopardize the public interests. 

While subordinate officers or soldiers are pausing to consider whether 
they ought to obey, or are scrupulously weighing the evidence of the facts 
upon which the commander in chief exercises the right to demand their 
services, the hostile enterprise may be accomplished without the means of 
resistance. If the power of regulating the militia and of commanding its 
services in time of insurrection and invasion (or executing the laws of the 
Union) are natural incidents to the duties of superintending the common de- 
fense and of watching over the internal peace of the Confederacy, these 
powers must be construed as to the modes of their exercise so as not to de- 
feat the great end in view. 

[f a superior officer has the right to contest the orders of the President 
upon his own doubts as to the exigency having arisen, it must be equally 
the right of every inferior officer and soldier, ; 

x os oe * * x * 

The power itself is confided to the Executive of the Union; to him who is 
bv the Constitution the Commander in Chief, when called into the actual 
service of the United States; whose duty it is to take care that the laws be 
faithfully executed, and whose responsibility for an honest discharge of his 
al obligations is secured by the highest sanction. He is necessarily con- 
ited the judge of the existence of the exigency in the first instance, and 
s bound to act according to his belief of the facts. 

If he does so act, and decides to call forth the militia, his orders for this 
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I have heard some criticism of sections 23 and 24 of the bill, 


| which make provision for a national volunteer reserve not to ex- 


ceed 100,000 men, but manifestly those who criticise are misin- 
formed. These sections stipulate that the officers and regiments 
of this reserved force shall be equitably apportioned amongst the 
different States and Territories, and they shall bear the name of 
the particular State or Territory within whose limits, respec- 
tively, they were organized. 

You will recall that the volunteer regiments organized under 
the act of Congress to serve for two years in the Philippine Is- 
lands were numbered as United States Volunteers and were not 
recognized in any sense as State troops. These sections are in- 
tended to prevent a repetition of that very thing by allowing to 
each State and Territory its proper quota of officers and enlisted 
men, whose commands shall be numbered by and in the names of 
the various States or Territories, precisely as was done in the 
case with the different regiments in both armies during the great 
civil war. 

Those Democrats, therefore, who may be inclined to criticise 


| these sections just referred to either do not know or forget the 


purpose are in strict conformity with the provisions of the law; and it would | 


seem to follow as a necessary consequence that every act done by a subor- 
dinate officer, in obedience to such orders, is equally justifiable. The law 

ntemplates that, under such circumstances, orders shall be given to carry 
the power into effect; and it can not, therefore, be a correct inference that 
any other person has a right to disobey them. The law does not provide any 
appeal from the judgment of the President or for any right in subordinate 
officers to review his decision and in effect defeat it. 

This is one of the ablest opinions of one of the greatest judges 
who ever sat upon the Supreme Court bench of the United States. 
It sounds as though the voice of divine wisdom dictated while 
the hand of inspired patriotism penned the words. 

We must not forget the important fact that our militia forces 
have a dual capacity. The State and general governments have 
concurrent jurisdiction and control over them; that is to say, the 
governor of a particular State and the President of the United 


States, within their respective spheres, have each authority to call | 


out the militia to meet those exigencies for which provision is 
made in both the State and Federal constitutions, but whenever 
the President has once acted in the premises his decision must 
be taken as absolutely conclusive that a necessity has arisen which, 
in his judgment and discretion, requires the exercise of the su- 
perior constitutional authority of the General Government. 
Whenever the body of the militia has once entered into the 
service of the United States the Federal command over them is 
exclusive and paramount. The framers of our organic law intended 
that harmony should characterize the combined actions of both 


fact that they are in harmony and accord with the Democratic 
national platform adopted at Kansas City in 1900. The plank on 
that subject is as follows: 

In the time of danger the volunteer soldier is hiscountry’s best defender. 
The National Guard of the United States should ever be cherished in the 
patriotic hearts of a free people. Such organizations are ever an element of 
strength and safety. For the first time in our history and coeval with the 
ro conquest has there been a departure from time-honored and ap 
proved system of volunteer organization. 

In the light of this clear ringing party declaration it is difficult 
to find any good or sufficient reason justifying any opposition to 
this measure, particularly on the part of those members who pre- 
fer to rely for our national defense upon the militia forces of the 
country rather than upon the troops of a regular army. One or 
the other we must have, and you are now given an opportunity 
to make your choice. 

The great Webster on one occasion, in answering a comment 
made by a European minister as to the fierceness of our divisional 
and partisan quarrels, said: ‘*‘ They all cease at the water's edge.”’ 
Whatever sectional differences as to internal policies may exist 
among us, we will all stand together in defense of the Union, and 
in the event this nation should ever be assailed by a foreign power 
we would be in condition and position immediately to marshal a 
mighty army and to concentrate vast munitions of war. 

Our rivers, railroads, turnpikes, and canals are magnificent 
fortresses. They would enable us quickly to mobilize at a given 
point large bodies of men and to collect at a common center 


| abundant suppliesto feedthem. In this way and by these means 


we could anticipate an invasion and precipitate an overwhelming 


| force against the most powerful army our enemies could send to 


State and National governments. And I want to say in this con- | 


nection, that the bill under consideration does not seek to confer 


upon the President one iota more of authority than that which he | 


already possesses under the Constitution. 

it follows, therefore, as a necessary corollary, that Congress, 
under constitutional sanction, has authority to make appropria- 
tions for drilling, arming, equipping, disciplining, and controlling 
the militia forces of the different States of the Union so as to 
render them an efficient arm of the military service. The Regular 
Army of the United States numbers at this time about 65,000 
men. It may be increased to 100,000 men. 

For the first time in the history of the Republic our Regular 


Army is required to be employed in foreign service; that is to | 


say, outside the limits of the United States. All of us, both 
Democrats and Republicans alike, profess an earnest desire that 
there shall be no occasion to enlist the remaining 35,000 soldiers 
{a a horized by law to be recruited) by calling them into service; 


and yet it is manifest that unless we make ample provision to 


render our militia efficient for home protection, and in order to | 


enable us to defend our vast seacoast lines and extensive fron- | 


ters against invasion, actual or threatened, as well as to meet 
those exigencies provided by the Federal Constitution, it follows, 
necessarily, that our standing army will have to be increased to 
its maximum limit. 

_ And in taking these matters under consideration we must bear 
In mind the fact that while our militia can be utilized at home 
und are subject to the President’s mandate or requisition in any 
state or Territory of the Union, they can not be employed in 
foreign service; can not be used to invade the territory of a 


neighboring country; can not enforce any public rights abroad, | 


and can not engage in offensive warfare outside the limits of the 
United States, 
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fight us. With officers to command and discipline them, raw 
troops are readily made available. History abounds with evi- 
dence that military knowledge or skill can act efficiently with 
irregular soldiers. It was chiefly with men of short military ex- 


| perience that Napoleon won the victories of Marengo, Lutzen, 


Bantzen, and other triumphs which followed close upon the Rus- 
sian campaign of 1812. 


Should the exigency of war arise in this country, the rank and 
file of our militia companies, together with the educated 5 1g 
men going out of our military colleges, would furnish enough 


officers, skilled, drilled, and disciplined, toinstruct and command 
an immense body of raw troops. Thus the strength of the nation 
would be rendered speedily available, and this Governm 
addition to her Army and Navy, would have at all times a reserve 
force which could be readily utilized, and thus she would be in- 
vincible against the combined power of the armed phalanxes of 
the world. 

In the war between the States our splendid volunteer armies 
on both sides were recruited mainly from the people in the ordi 
nary business walks of life—from those who were subject to be 
called into the militia service of the country. The heroism ot! 
these men; their valor, fidelity, and self-devotion; their coura 
in battle; their patience under trial,and their fortitude under suf 
fering, whether they wore the blue or donned the gray, are t] 
common heritage of the nation’s glory. 

You will pardon me, I am sure, for saying I had occasion, \ 
serving an enlistment of several months in Cuba during 
Spanish-American war, to observe the conduct of the volunteer 
soldier, who, after all, was nothing more nor less than a militia- 
man; and it is my deliberate judgment that, taken all in all, no 
better soldier ever carried a sword or shouldered a musket. In 
an incredibly short period of time the militia of the different 
States, numbering about 200,000 strong, were mobilized and ren- 
dered immediately available for military service. 

In order that they might be constitutionally employed outside 
the limits of the United States, they were promptly converted by 
a sort of legal or political legerdemain into volunteer soldiers; 
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and what a magnificent body of men they were, wearing the reg- 
ulation blue, feeling the elbow touch, and keeping a quick step 
io the blended and inspiring music of Yankee Doodle and Dixie, 
while they fought together under the folds of ‘‘Old Glory”’ to 
defend the flag and maintain the nation’s honor at home and 
abroad! 

My heart thrills with patriotic pride and pleasure whenever I 
pause to think of those brave and loyal men, animated by the 
same impulse, coming together from all sections of our common 
country—North, South, East, and West—ready to die *‘ upon the 
perilous edge of battle ’’ in defense of justice, liberty, and right. 

The volunteers who went to Santiago de Cuba in the summer 
of 1898 to relieve General Shafter’s army and faced the pestilence 
that walked in darkness in a plague-stricken land, without a 
murmur or complaint, were no less heroes than the “‘ regulars’”’ 
who faced Mauser rifles at El] Caney and San Juan Hill. 

And the same thing is true of the militia—the volunteers—who 


served in the other provinces of Cuba and did garrison duty in | 


preserving the public peace and in bringing order out of chaos. 
Every American citizen whose soul is not dead to every generous 
emotion can not help feeling a sentiment of admiration at the 
magnificent conduct of the militia volunteers in Cuba, Porto 
Rico, and in the Philippine Archipelago. All honor to these 
noble men! 

in the summer of 1898, President McKinley, that great and 
good man, that golden-hearted gentleman, in declining an invita- 
tion of General Breckinridge to review the troops at Chicka- 
mauga, took occasion, in speaking of these volunteers, to de- 
clare: 

The highest tribute that can be paid to the soldier is to say he performed 
his full duty. The field of duty is determined. by his Government; and 
wherever that chances to be is the place of honor. All have helped in the 
great cause, whether in camp or battle; and when peace comes, all alike will 
be entitled to the nation’s gratitude. In this respect the volunteers will be 
like regulars, who do the duty assigned them, whether in peace or war, 
leaving the Government to determine what that duty shall be. 

Although suggestions looking in that direction have been made, 
the indications are that our standing Army, as at present consti- 
tuted, will not, in my opinion, be reduced for many years to 
come—certainly not unless this bill becomes a law. That ques- 
tion, therefore, is at rest. 
States before the Spanish-American war consisted of about 25,000 
men; yet the American Union continued the most liberty-loving, 
law-respecting, and law-enforcing Government which human gen- 
ius had ever created in the history of the human race. 

Conditions have changed. A new era in national affairs has 
been ushered in for our consideration and adjustment. In the 
nature of things a mighty responsibility is imposed upon this 
Government. We can not shirk our duty. We have assumed 
treaty obligations which we can notevade. We must give to the 
recently liberated Spanish colonies the needed help, without 
which they must inevitably go the downward road to ruin and 
death. It is manifest, therefore, that the bulk of the Regular 
Army will be needed for foreign service, and the militia forces, 
by whatever name called, will have abundant and important 
duties to perform at home. 

We are confronted by a condition, not atheory. The prophesy 
of the Bible seems to have been fulfilled. Our vine has run over 
the farthest hill and our branches have extended beyond the utter- 
most wall. It is no longer a question of expansion. We have 
already expanded. 
confinement within narrower bounds, but how or when this proc- 
ess of contraction is to begin, or in what manner or at what time 
it is to be accomplished, no man not gifted with divine inspira- 
tion can safely venture to predict. 

There can be no doubt that this nation may extend help, advice, 
and protection to such foreign lands as have passed under our flag 
and aid in the development of native governments of their own 
people, as well as exercise a temporary or permanent guidance, 
tutelage, or control over them. I think we are quite able to take 
care of ourselves, and will keep a free hand in dealing with them. 

We may hold them as territories; we may protect them in semi- 
autonomy; we may in time,if we deem it wise or politic, set them 


up in entire independence, or we may even dispose of our inter- | 
Todeny our freedom and com- | 


est in them to some other power. 
petency to do any or all of these things is to affirm that we are 
not a sovereign nation. 

Do not misunderstand me. I am not discussing the wisdom or 
unwisdom of the national policy in reference to our insular pos- 
sessions. It may be that this policy, on the one hand, will cause 
us to become a great world power and result in removing the 
tariff walls which stand frowningly around our seaports, and in 
completing an isthmian canal, by which the route of commerce 
from the Orient will be shortened about 8,000 miles, as well as 
opening the markets of those Eastern and tropical lands to our 
surplus cotton, grain, lumber, coal, iron, and other commodities 
grown or manufactured in the United States. 
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It may become a question of restriction or | : 
| liberty to all the struggling and oppressed nations of the earth, 
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It may mean that we are no longer to be a “ pent-up Utica; ” 
that our merchant vessels, laden with the richest productions of 
the far-distant East, coming through the Caribbean Sea and 
across the Gulf of Mexico, will touch at all our ports and lay 
these marvelous treasures down at our feet or pour them out lay- 
ishly into our laps, in exchange for the products of our fields, 
forests, mines, furnaces, and factories; or, on the other hand. it 
may result disastrously to us by involving us in “ entangling 
alliances’’ with foreign nations, and in weakening our interna] 
strength by extending our commercial empire. 

It may be, as Goldsmith has forcibly expressed it, that “too 
much commerce may injure a nation as well as too little; and that 
there is a difference between a conquering and a flourishing em- 
pire;’’ but, however these things may be, it is manifest that dur- 
ing the interim and pending a satisfactory adjustment of these 
vital and important questions of governmental expediency and 
| policy, our standing army must and will be employed abroad, and 
the Government will be compelled either to increase to its ful] 
maximum the Regular Army for purposes of home protection, or 
else Congress must make suitable provision, as contemplated by 
| the Federal Constitution, to render the National Guard a useful] 
auxiliary to the Army—a reserve force to be used in the emergen- 
cies I have already mentioned. 

Under these circumstances (for I desire to impress upon your 
minds this significant truth) you will pardon me for reiterating 
the fact that the National Guard will be needed for home pur- 
poses—to preserve the public peace, to enforce order, and to exe- 
cute the laws of the land. 

The Government ought not therefore to hesitate to make 
ample provision to clothe, feed, shelter, arm, and equip these cit- 
izen-soldiery; to select suitable and healthy camps of instruction 
for them; to furnish skilled and capable officers to drill and 
command them; to stimulate their patriotism; to encourage dis- 
cipline, and foster a proper esprit de corps among them; to ele- 

vate and dignify these organizations; and, in short, to do every- 
| thing in its power to render them an efficient arm of the nation’s 
mnilitary establishment. 

Peace is a blessing earnestly to be coveted. On the other hand, 
war is a fearful evil. In itself a scourge, it may, nevertheless, 
become a means of purifying and exalting the public spirit and 
of bringing a nation up to the fullest consciousness and compre- 
hension of its real historic destiny. It develops the strongest ele- 
| ments of national character—the moral as well as physical 
resources of a people. It reveals the great objects and ends of 
| national life—its heaven-appointed mission. 

War, then, in the language of Bacon, ‘‘ becomes the highest 
trial of right.’ It is not always an unmixed evil. It may and 
does become ‘‘ the purchase price of a lasting and righteous peace. ’’ 
How true it is— 





God moves in a mysterious way 
His wonders to perform— 

He plants his foot upon the sea 
And rides upon the storm. 


The palladium of liberty is in the hearts of the people. Let the 
world know that we intrust our safety to the honest yeomarry 
| of this fair land—a well-organized, patriotic militia. It will at- 
tract the popular thought and fasten it to the inspiring ideal of a 
/common country, in which the peop.é rule, and from whom all 
authority is derived. Our ‘‘Government of the people, for the 
people and by the people,” is to-day the shining exponent of civil 


a radiant representative of that liberty which was won by the 
valor and is preserved by the genius of Anglo-Saxon manhood. 

This steadfast and dominant idea—the liberty of the citizen— 
has given direction to the very life of the Republic, to the form 
_and substance of its civilization; and has proven the most poten- 
tial factor, the most efficient minister, in our material progress 
| and national exaltation. There breathes to-day throughout these 
united sovereignties a broad, catholic spirit, not only of defense. 
but of growth and development also. There is no purpose or 
desire to disturb the separate rights of the States. They must 
| and will remain forever inviolate and inviolable. 

Home rule and local self-government are just as vital and es- 
sential to-day as they were in 1860; but we want and must have 
the realization of a Union whose definite aim is to protect the ci 
| izen at home and abroad, to keep untarnished the faith and cr! 
of the nation, to maintain the Constitution, and defend the *as. 

There resides in the Federal Government at Washington the 
obligation and the duty to spend the last dollar in the Treasur) 
and to enlist every available man in the nation, not for conquest. 
but in defense of popular rights and constitutional liberty. In 
the eloquent words of another, ‘‘ The old flag still lives; the stars 
are there, the stains have gone.”’ 

We live under one Constitution, are inspired by 
linked in one destiny, and have but one flag—the 
Banner. 





one hope, re 
Star Spangled 
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Long may that glorious ensign wave “‘ over the land of the free 
and the home of the brave’’—the standard of a Republic, the 
proudest and grandest the world ever saw. 


One heart, one hand, 
One flag, one land, 
Our country evermore. 


[Loud applause. ] ; 
Mr. STARK. I now yield five minutes to my colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Conry]. 


Mr. CONRY. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the Militia, of | 


which I have the honor to be junior member, have spent many 


weeks of arduous labor in compiling the various laws passed by the | 


Congress of the United States since 1792 for the government of the 
militia. Inthe performance of their duty they called to their assist- 
ance the recognized authorities on the operations of the militia and 
the National Guard of the several States during the past one hun- 
dred years. Asa member of that committee, I join most heartily 
with my associates in submitting aunanimousreport. Asone who 
has had a limited experience in the militia of his own State, I join 
most heartily in making this unanimous report. And, Mr. Speaker 
and gentlemen on this side of the House. as one who has never 
believed in the existence of a large standing army, but who be- 
lieves with Jefferson that for a people who are free and who 
mean to remain so, a well-organized militia is their best security, 
I believe in perfecting the National Guard and the State militia, 
and therefore join most heartily in making this unanimous re- 
ort. 

' This report, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, brings the obsolete, 
antiquated militia law of the United States down to a scientific, 
systematic basis. It gives us a modern militia law which will 
secure to the United States an efficient auxiliary to the Regular 
Army. It gives to us what we have never had during the past 
one hundred years—a body of over 100,000 well-equipped, well- 
disciplined, well-instructed men, who may be called into service 
on twenty-four hours’ notice and report in fit condition for soldier 
duty. This bill takes no power, no authority, ever enjoyed by 
any of the States away from the States. It gives to the authori- 
ties in Washington no power or authority which they have not 
enjoyed hitherto under the Constitution. Itis merely a perfecting 
work. 

Since the earliest days a large standing army in the grasp of 
an unscrupulous Executive has been considered a menace to the 
safety of a popular government, so a contrary principle was es- 
tablished, and the Constitution of the United States (amended in 
1789) made to declare that ‘‘ a well-regulated militia being neces- 
sary to the security of a free state, the right of the people to keep 
and bear arms shall not be infringed.’’ 

In 1792 the present militia law was adopted. It made com- 
pulsory the enrollment and the performance of military duty on the 
part of every able-bodied citizen between the ages of 18 and 45; 
that he shall ‘‘ be constantly provided with a good musket or fire- 
lock of a bore sufficient for balls the eighteenth part of a pound, 
a sufficient bayonet and belt, two spare flints and a knapsack, a 
pouch with a box therein to contain not less than 24 cartridges,”’ 
or a *‘ good rifle, knapsack, shot pouch and powder horn, 20 balls, 
and a quarter pound of powder,’’ and that ‘“‘each commissioned 
officer shall be armed with a sword or hanger and spontoon.”’ 

It is very gratifying to me as a member of the committee to 
have secured the adoption of an amendment to the bill as origi- 
nally reported protecting the militia companies of Massachusetts 
organized prior to 1792 in all their original rights, privileges, and 
immunities, 

The First Corps of Cadets, of Boston; the Second Corps of Cadets, 
of Salem, and the Ancient and Honorable Artillery Company, of 
Boston, together with many other military companies outside 
Massachusetts, have joined in recommending the following para- 
graph as an amendment to the bill originally reported: 


ind provided further, That any corps of artillery, cavalry, and infantry 
existing in any State at the passage of the act of y 8, 1792, which, by the 
Jaws, customs, or usages of said State have been in continuous existence since 
the passage of said act under its provisions and under the provisions of sec- 
tion 232 and sections 1625 to 1660, both inclusive, of title 16 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States relating to the militia, shall be allowed to retain 
their accustomed privileges, subject, nevertheless, to all other duties required 
by law in like manner as the other militia. 

We in Massachusetts have a profound admiration for our vol- 
unteer militia, That there is good reason for this admiration 
and that our troops deserve well at our hands may be seen from 
the report made by Maj. Marcus P. Miller, Fifth Artillery, who 
inspected the First Corps of Cadets in camp at Hingham in 1892. 

We are willing that Major Miller’s judgment of the First 
Corps of Cadets should stand as an estimate of the true value of 
the Massachusetts Volunteer Militia. 


[Extracts from the reports of United States Army officers detailed to inspect 
camps of Massachusetts Volunteer Militia, 1892.] 


MAJ, MARCUS P. MILLER, FIFTH ARTILLERY. 


és These troops have a historical record, the first organization having been 
‘ised in 1741as the bodyguard to the colonial governor of Massachusetts 
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Bay Colony. Since then it has undergone changes in name and organization. 
The corps as established under State government in 1786 possessed cer- 
tain unusual privileges, viz: First, of being the guard of honor to the gov- 
ernor; second, that it could not be attached to the command of any officer 
below the rank of major-general; third, its officers held peculiar rank. 
These privileges were placed under the protection of an act of Congress 
a ay 8, 1792. This protection is shared also by the Second Corps of 
‘adets. 

In company with the adjutant-general of the State, I joined the corps at 
the Old Colony depot, Boston, about 3 o’clock p.m. July 9, and found it being 
loaded into cars for transportation to its campat Hingham, Mass., under com- 
mand of its regular commandant. Upon arriving at the railway station at 
Hingham, the troops were soon unloaded, the battalion formed without con- 
fusion or talk, and marched directly to camp, where line was formed on the 
parade and the companies dismissed, going to their streets, and on breaking 
ranks, carried their baggage to their tents. The first call for guard mount- 


| ing was soon sounded, the guard details assembled and guard mounting held 


immediately, and, at inspection and muster soon after, the regular routine 
of duty commenced. 

Soon after arriving I accompanied the commandant to visit the mess 
rooms, Officers’ and men’s sinks, bathrooms, storerooms, and examined the 
drainage and police of camp, 

The camp ground and buildings, in nearly all respects, were the same as 
described in Capt. H. M. Kendall's report of last year, except that 9 acres of 
land had been purchased and added to the grounds during the past year, 
pte with the other original grounds, gives ample room for all doae-cedes 
drills. 

Administration was conducted in conformity with the laws of the State, 
the standing orders of the commander in chief and the standing orders of 
the commandant. The latter are published in book form, and give full 
regulations, explaining the duties of all officers, noncommissioned officers, 
and men; how members may be admitted into the corps, how enlistments 
are made, records kept, guard mounting and guard duty should be performed, 
roll calls executed; and calls attention to the various matters of discipline, 
the care of property, saluting, and the necessity of courtesy among military 
men. 

I noticed one special matter apqntned in this corps—that candidates for 
enlistment have to be examined by a medical officer—not required in the 
other commands. (Since made obligatory throughout the militia.) 

The order of routine duty gave hours of call for the following duties 
(naming them): 


ls icc comb uebewwackoueonee 6a. m. 
os upaesinamehlenmne 6.45 a. m. 
nT a encdthanibaeedsencaneaes 7 a.m. 
a oes an ch eeead Gaus nen eneead beeabe 8 a.m 
i a embiainadl 8.15 a. m. 
Fatigue (immediately after guard mounting). 
a oni aanenaceckiiahs 9.30 a.m. 
eee ssh otis bu ndok sheed 6bedntacte baetsscecdssdani< 10.30 a. m. 
a wn dadowubicnithaninadionaat ll a. m. 
ante tne tls kd advenuseuadenaidinates tmahcmnin 1 p. m. 
noe nae amines aaenieawauraemetena 3.45 p. m. 
a ae aa are natecanE bccmeewase 4p. m. 
i nial s aadin casa nduehhaubnaw eines mikawensnteasihe 5p. m. 
i na diniiid amicus epeaitahaljeon engin cin 5.30 p. m. 
Dress parade and retreat (roll call) .................-...-...-.-- 6 p. m. 
SENG Lida ddsdvesedssunwose pid css deine cidaccinddndeecocan swan 7p. m. 
ES EEL EE Fe 8 to 9.45 p. m. 
I hi i a 10.30 p. m. 


i celal see teen es Bee ll p. m. 


The roll call was attended by an officer,and was required to be promptly 
made, time allowed for formation being five seconds, and silence imposed. 

The whole command was turned out for fatigue, and the whole ground 
gone over, each company having its particular part to look over. * * * It 
was exceedingly welldone. * * * 

There were two drills a day, and target practice immediately after the 
close of morning drill. 

At fatigue call every man was expected to repair to his tent, which was 
immediately put in ender and an inspection made of them, including those 
of the band, xy the officer of the day, a company officer being present. No 
useless articles were allowed in the tents, the contents being the gun racks 
muskets and belts, equipments andcamp chairs.* The bedding was removec 
every morning after reveille, and placed in one company tent; once in order, 
the tents were required to be kept in order throughout the day. 

Inspection under arms in the evening,” after which the troops were mius- 
tered by the paymaster. Each captain was sworn to the fact that the men 
answering to their names were the identical persons whose names were 
borne and answered to on the muster rolls. 

The new infantry tactics had been adopted, and the officers and men 
practically had to unlearn the old and enter upon a new system, always 
more or less perplexing. In the morning drill, movements of the company 
drill proper were executed, also parts of the open-order drill of a company, 
such as forming line of squads, deploying as skirmishers, marching in both 
these formations, also the firings. The afternoon drills were devoted to bat- 
talion drill proper. The officers were competent, knew the principles of the 
new drill, and were zealous in their instruction; the men were intelligent 
and had but little trouble in accomplishing the movements and exercise in 
good style. 

Great attention was paid to the instruction of sentinels and guard duty 
generally. Every one of the guard was supplied with a printed copy of in- 
structions on guard duty. I inspected the sentinels on post after challenging 
commenced, and heard others questioned at the guardhouse and found them 
well informed. 

Discipline was absolutely perfect. Official respect and courtesy at all 
times existed among the officers, also from the men to the officers. Senti- 
nels walked post in a military manner. Camp was quiet at night after taps, 
and immediate obedience of the junior to the senior was a pleasure. The 
camp was evidently one of business. 

I attended the review of the troops by the governor, which was very ex- 
cellent. The men marched in the free and easy manner contemplated by the 
new tactics, kept good dress, distance, and performed the turn and forward 
movement well, and presented a fine military appearance. 


And in conclusion, Mr. Speaker, as one who remembers the ap- 
pearance of our militia when called into camp in the summer of 
1898, the crude appearance of many militia regiments at Chicka- 
mauga and Camp Alger, I most sincerely appeal to the gentlemen 
on this side of the Chamber—from whom I observe the only op- 

sition to the bill has come—to understand that in the passage 
of this bill we are standing firmly for the rights of the people in 


* Stools. 


»5.30 p. m. 
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7 
their several States, and in addition we are contributing materi- 
ally to the actual practical fighting force of the United States. 
{ Applause. ] 

And speaking on the subject of militia, brings me to a consid- 
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America; and I venture to say that if the Government was to 


| build its ships in navy-yards and the men given work every day 


| 


in the year, perfection that has never been dreamed of in mechan- 


| ical work would be closely approached, if not actually obtained, 


eration of another bill of kindred nature now pending in Congress, | 
ment on labor matters that it has been found where the hours of 


regarding the construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of 
the United States. 

[am heartily in favor of the proposition to build the war ves- 
sels of the United States in the Government navy-yards, both as 
a matter of business and as a matter of patriotic sentiment. 

The building of a war vessel has become an exact, definite 
science, far removed from the realms of speculation, no more 
guessing, nothing improbable, but every detail and particular of 
the business thoroughly known and well worked out in advance. 
Every ship that has ever been constructed for the American Navy 
has been under the skillfuleye of the naval constructor and made 








ul 


according to plans with which he was intimately acquainted. 
All the parts, boilers, engines, machinery, hull plates, every 
rivet, bolt, bar, and block, all that goes to make up a complete 


piece of seagoing fighting apparatus, all is calculated to a nicety 
from the moment the plans are started until the fighting tops are 
finished. 

I sincerely trust the conferees on the naval appropriation bill 
will insist on the adoption of the amendment to the House bill 
which provides for the construction of war ships in Government 
yards. And furthermore I trust that the Charlestown Navy- Yard 
will be fortunate enough to get one of the vessels to build and 
have a chance to show to all the world what New England brawn 
and brain can do. 

[ believe I speak with the full approval and perfect confidence 
of both sides of the House when I say that Mr. Moody, the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, can be depended on, in case the construction 
of ships in Government yards is authorized, to have this work 
done where the yards are in the best condition and where the 
best results will be obtained. 


Among the leaders of this House he easily took rank while a | 


member from Massachusetts by the force and breadth of his in- 
tellect, displaying a mind of marvelous strength, clearness, and 
power of logical application. 
this great innovation which may revolutionize the industry of 
upbuilding the American Navy, with the firm conviction that 
the experiment will be conducted to a successful conclusion and 
to the industrial welfare of thousands of American mechanics. 


The price of material and parts being so well known, we are jus- | 


tified in starting in at once to build ships in our own yards and 


learn by actual experience precisely what the facts are and what | 
| of wear. 


objections, if any, exist to our doing our own work for the benefit 
of the people rather than for the profit of contractors. 

The question of the cost of constructing ships in private and 
the question to my mind seems at hand. 
sister ships at the same time and under exactly the same condi- 
tions—one to be built in a Government yard and the other to be 
constructed by the contract system. No two large ships have 
ever been constructed under such conditions, and this is the only 
solution of the question, as it is impossible to exactly 
calculate the comparative cost of any two ships unless the work 
is carried on at the same time, when prices and other conditions 


} Te 
absoint 


are simuiar. 

But, pending this, Mr. Speaker, we must look at the matter 
theoretically. It being well understood what the different parts 
of a ship will cost, nothing remains for calculation on the part of 

‘naval constructor except the question of labor. 

As is well known, eight hours constitutes a day’s labor in the 
Government yards, and incidentally I may say I believe eight 


hours is long enough for any man to labor, particularly in the 
heavier branches of work; however, in most of the iron-working 
industries the nine-hour day prevails. But this is no argument 
why the Government should not lessen the hours of labor. It 
shou 
interested in the development of the American workingman, to 
work for shorter hours, as that has made the American mechanic 
what he is—the peer of any mechanic of the world. 

The chief reason advanced by the friends of the shipping com- 
bine for the increased cost of the Government doing its own work 
is the shorter hours of labor required in Government yards. The 
fact, however, is that because of the improved conditions under 
which its mechanics are employed the Government has secured 
the highest possibleskillineach trade. Ithascourted and brought 
to its assistance the highest standard of mechanical ability and 
the most skilled mechanics the world has ever known. The 
reason the Government has been able to obtain the best mechanics 
is obvious. 

It is only natural that men want to work where the hours are 
shorter and where a vacation is given them with pay. Because 
of this the Government has the pick of the best mechanics in 


To this man we can safely commit | 


A settlement of | 
It is proposed to build | 


ld be the aim of all employers of men, of all those who are | 


It has been repeatedly stated by men competent to pass judg- 


|labor have been decreased the output has often remained the 


| same, as a mechanic who is not worked to death every day of his 
| life, and who is given time to rest his tired muscles, can do as 


much work in eight hours as a man who is driven can do in nine. 

During the past year the hours of labor have been reduced to 
nine in nearly all the mechanical trades. In matter of time. 
therefore, private shipbuilders now have a large advantage over 
the Government, but when we consider the difference in the men 
and conditions the advantage is not so great. Not only has the 
Government secured men of the greatest ability as mechanics, 


| but the extra time the men have at their disposal has been util- 





| 








ized advantageously, and the men have turned their attention to 
inventing improved appliances, and the Government profits by 
their genius and is getting the highest possible results from their 
labor. 

It has been frequently stated that it costs the Government 
more to construct ships in its own yards than to let this work out 
by contract, but in one case at least this has not proved to be true, 
as the following will show. Despite the number of assertions as 
to this fact that have been made by gentlemen on the floor of 


| the House and elsewhere, I can not agree with them, taking 


everything into consideration, that it costs the Government more 
to construct its own ships. 

By comparing the cost of the two sister ships Monterey, built 
by the Union Iron Works, and the Monadnock, constructed at 
the Mare Island Navy-Yard, it would seem that these statements 
are untrue. The price paid to the contractors for the Monterey 
was $2,014,996, of which $1,872,777 was for hull and machinery, 
inspection charges $20,000, and repairs to date $132,000. 

On the other hand, the total cost of the Monadnock was only 
$1,484,015. The price paid for hull and machinery was $1,414,266, 
or $458,511 less than was paid tothe Union Iron Works for the 
hull and machinery of the sister ship. The repairs to the Monad- 
nock cost $69,749. or $62,470 less than was expended in keeping 
the Monterey in first-class condition. Therefore the Government 
saved $530,981 by doing its own work. 

The original boilers placed in the Monterey by the contractors 
had to have a new set of tubes at the expense of the Government. 
Later the boilers were replaced, while those furnished the Monad- 
nock by the Government mechanics have as yet shown no signs 
When ships are built in Government navy-yards, no 
inspection charges have to be paid, and the contractors’ profits 
are divided among the men who do the work and do not go into 
the pockets of wealthy contractors. 

We will look at the cost of the repairs of each ship. The re- 
pairs made on the Monterey cost $62,470 more than was paid for 
the repairs of the Government-built vessel. It does not require 
any great reasoning powers or any great brain work to understand 
why this should be so. Aman does not have to be a shipbuilder 
or much of a business man to explain this, and yet, despite the 
lack of any special qualifications required in the case, there are 
men to whom it-is a Chinese puzzle. 

The man who signs a contract to build a ship for a stipulated 
sum uses the cheapest material in the cheapest manner that will 
pass inspection, in order to increase his profits. It is business, he 
says, and lets it go at that. The Government is rich and can pay 
for the repairs and breakdowns, he argues to himself. Besides, 
has he not been obliged to enter into competition to secure the 
job and gave prices so low that he can not afford to use honest 
material and skilled labor if he expects to make anything by the 
transaction? 

How many men sitting in this Chamber to-day would intrust 


their ordinary business contracts to persons simply because they 
could have the work done for a slightly smaller price? There 


are but few, Iam happy to say. But one may say the vessel has 
to pass inspection and conform with certain specifications before 1t 
is accepted by the Government, and therefore there is no chance 
for fraud on the part of a greedy, unscrupulous contractor. 
But this argument is not worthy of answer, as a contractor can 
be dishonest if it is profitable. % 

What a fearful price we would have to pay if ond of our fight- 
ing machines broke down while the shot and shell were flying, 
and our victory turned into defeat because of the greed of the 
constructor of the vessel. But this might happen. 

Ina Government yard only the best material that can be © 
tained is used. There is no incentive for a man to use a defective 
plate, where it will escape detection, or an inferior and weak bo’ 
in an obscure part of the ship. He does not gain anything by it. 
It is his whole desire to turn out the most perfect machine: the 
machine that will stand the wear and tear of time; nota machine 


b- 
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that has been constructed to pass the inspector’s eye by a narrow 
margin and return a handsome profit to its builder. All this 
must be considered when the relative cost of constructing ships 
in private and Government yards is discussed. 

Another factor which must be considered, Mr. Speaker, is the 
time required by private yards to construct a vessel. They are 
all congested with work, and although the major portion of their 
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and furthermore be a basis for future guidance in the continued construc- 
tion of our Navy. An appropriation of $175,000 is recommended for each 


| yard in which a ship is built. 


enormous earnings is undoubtedly derived from Government | 


work, this class of work is pushed to the rear and delayed, while 
private work, paying a smaller profit, is rushed ahead until com- 


ted. This is neither just nor businesslike, and only serves to | ¢ : : : ; 
pleted . J . y serves to | States, has just adopted the following resolutions, which I will 


accentuate the way in which the contractor regards the Govern- 
ment. 

It is an outrage that this state of affairs exists and is allowed 
to continue. The shipping combines have the United States 
Government under their thumbs and do as they please. 

Representatives of shipping combines have attempted to delay 
the authorization of new ships for the American Navy. They 
have allowed their sordid greed and mercenary desires to master 


their patriotism, and notwithstanding the fact we know not when | 


we may be plunged into war and need every ship that we can ob- 
tain, have worked against an increase of the American Navy be- 


cause they were already receiving all of the Government pap | 


they can swallow, and are fearful lest the Government would 
build its own ships and find that it could do the work more satis- 
factorily, if not so cheap. 


On January 1, 1902, there were in process of construction 8 | 


5 torpedo-boat destroyers, 9 torpedo boats, and 7 submarine 
boats. Although this total of 58 ships under construction would 
seem to indicate the activity with which the construction of our 
navy is being carried forward, it is unfortunate that the figures 
are misleading, for the reason that the private firms that have 
undertaken the contracts for these ships are woefully behind 
their contracts. Out of the whole 58 no less than 35 are behind 


battle ships, 6 armored cruisers, 9 protected cruisers, 4 monitors, 
1 








from nine months to over three years. And yet not a word of pro- | 


test is raised and these ship contractors come forward with claims 
against the Government for failing to deliver to them armor plate 
on time. 

This disgraceful state of affairs should not be allowed to con- 
tinue; the growth of our navy should not be hindered by mer- 
cenary shipbuilders. 

Regarding the congested condition of private yards, a reliable 
hewspaper says: 


It seems evident that the builders have bitten off more than they can 
chew, yet they want more ships, and are doing their utmost to prevent the 
Navy from building its own ships. Itis possible that with the formation of 


a ship-building trust matters may be so arranged thatcertain yards will con- 


struct naval vessels and others will get the mercantile work. The plan 
ght work very well and be acceptable to the Government, which, after 


all, only requires work done according to the contract and ata reasonable 
cost, but there are grounds for apprehending that the trust would demand 
higher prices in order to pay dividends on its diluted capital stock. 

It has been asserted by the opponents of shipbuilding in navy- 
yards that there is no telling how much a ship built by the Gov- 
ernment will cost. This applies with equal force to contract-built 
ships. The contractor rarely pays any penalty, but claims for 
alleged extra work—damages sustained from various causes—are 
presented and liberal compensation allowed. Notwithstanding 
the vast improvements made during the last dozen years in tools 
and labor-saving devices, there has been no corresponding increase 
in rapidity of construction or decrease in cost of naval vessels, nor 


are any material improvements in this direction to be expected | 


from the trust. Improved tools and labor-saving devices must 
certainly cheapen the cost of constructing ships, and the money 
saved in this manner must certainly go into the hands of the com- 
bine. How long will we let the contractors take advantage of 
the Government? How long will we let costly machinery rust 
away and skilled mechanics remain idle? 


On the other side of the book, it will be seen that the Govern- | 


ment is not seeking to make a profit on its work. Soif a con- 
tractor gives a figure for a piece of work, figuring on a nine-hour 
day and calculating a generous profit, the Government certainly 
ought to do as well, figuring on an eight-hour day but not looking 
lor a profit, 


find in the report of the Committee on Naval Affairs, on 
e 19— 


—_ 


view of the fact that there is some public sentiment favorable to build- 
ups in our Government navy-yards, it has been deemed advisable by 
ommittee to insert a provision in the appropriation bill of this year 
ng it in the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy to build any or all 
ps in Government yards, but making it mandatory on him to construct at 
née battle ship or one armored cruiser in such navy-yard as he may des- 
e,asanexperiment; and it is further provided that he shall keep an 
irate account of all expenditures for labor and material in the inspection 
construction of such ship and report to Congress at each session, and 
n the completion of said ship he shall make a detailed report showing the 


live cost of one built by the Government and one by contract. It is be- | 


' ved by your committee that nothing short of an experiment of this kind 
will pewe the quest ion that has vexed many minds, and at the same time 
vill show whether private contractors have been reasonable in their bids, 





Why, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, the feelings of the people 
on this question can not be described as ‘‘ some public sentiment 
favorable’’ to the idea. It is a demand. There is a demand 
from the people that we should do this, and a demand we are in 
duty bound and should be prompt to honor. 

The great and general court of Massachusetts, the legislature 
of my own State, a body which for brains and intelligence and 
cold, hard-headed business sense is not surpassed in the United 


read at this time: 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts. In the year 192. Resolutions relative to 
the building of war vessels in navy-yards of the United States 
Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives from Massachusetts in 
the Congress of the United States are requested to use all reasonable off 
to secure the passage of the naval egpregenson bill now pending in 
form as shall authorize the construction by the United States Governn 
in its own navy-yards of some of the war vessels to be built under the 
visions of that bill. 
Resolved, That properly attested copies of these resolutions be sent to each 
of the Senators and Eepresentatives from Massachusetts in Congress 
SENATE, May 


HENRY D. COOLIDGE, Clerk. 
Howse or REPRESENTATIVES, May 


JAMES W. KIMBALL, Clerk. 





Adopted, sent down for concurrence. 


Adopted, in concurrence. 
A true copy. Attest: 


Clerk of the Senate. 
And so all over the country, every member of this House is del- 
uged with petitions from labor organizations, boards of trade. 
city councils, and State legislatures, and, in fact, almost every as- 
sembly gathered to discuss questions of public interest have 








adopted resolutions favoring the building of Government vessels 

in the Government navy-yards. We have in Boston a splendid 

opportunity to examine into the merits of this question by ob- 
| serving actual operation. 

On one side of Boston Harbor is located the new and, I sin- 
cerely hope, successful plant of the Fore River Ship and Engine 
Company building; there to-day are the battle ships New Jersey 
and Rhode Island, 15,000 tons each, contract price of each being 
$3,405,000; protected cruiser Des Moines, contract price $1,065,000; 
torpedo-boat destroyers Lawrence and McDonough, contract price 
| each $281,000; total Government contracts, $8,437,000. Across 
| the harbor in Charlestown at the Boston Navy-Yard is located a 
| plant valued at about $13,000,000, on which we expended for 
maintenance and improvements during the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1901, $1.252,408. 

We have also there the accumulated experience of nearly one 
hundred years in handling vessels and a picked lot of men filled 
| with the traditions of the trade and anxious for steady work. 

James O'Connell, president of the International Association of 
Machinists, said at a hearing held to consider the question we are 
now discussing: ‘‘In fact, the New England States are credited 
with having the highest mechanical skill in the country.”’ 

This may well be accepted as authority concerning the rank and 
file, the bone and sinew of the yard, and while my personal opin- 
ion on the matter is of no interest, my observations and investi- 
| gations convince me that Mr. William J. Baxter, the naval con- 
structor at the Boston Navy-Yard, is one of the foremost, if not 
the foremost, naval constructor in the United States. Now,there 
is the situation. If the Fore River Ship and Engine Company 
can take contracts amounting to over $8,000,000 and make a profit 
on same, why can not the Government, with its enormous plant, 
build at least a cruiser over at the Charlestown yard and get it 
out without sustaining a loss? 

On page 17 of the committee report I find a table showing the 
ships now in process of construction, and their degree of comple- 
tion April 1, 1902. 

The table is incomplete, uninteresting, uninstructive. How 
much more entertaining reading would the table be if the com- 
mittee had added the date on which the contractors had agreed to 
have their several boats finished. I have not gone into the table 
in detail, but I have personal knowledge of one boat, which I will 
not mention unless all the others are mentioned also, which wi 
to have been launched last November, and to-day, six months later, 
she has not been thrown overboard. Now, what I want to know 
is this: Does the Government get any rebate on the contract price 
| by reason of failure to have the boat ready at the stipulated time? 


I think if we have a naval constructor in one of our yal ls. and 


he could not get a boat into the water inside of six months after 
the date he had agreed to launch her, there would be a hearing 
on his case, an investigation, and good chances for a subsequent 
vacancy in that particular position. 

Only the other day my attention was directed to a case where a 
| shipbuilding concern in my district failed to receive a contract 
' for repair work on a boat because they did not specify the time in 
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which the work would be done, and although the specifications 
did not call for a time bid, the concern that received the contract— 


although at a higher price—received the order because, as I was | 
told, they specified the time in which they would have the boat 


ready; andthe first firm omitted that detail, although it was not 
in the specifications, and their price was lower. 

The naval constructors to a man are most enthusiastically in 
favor of this measure. They are all agreed that as matters stand 
at present, when repair work is slack, the skilled forces at the 
various yards have to be broken up and dismissed, and that con- 
sequently there is a great loss of time and a scattering of dis- 
ciplined forces, which it is difficult and generally impossible to 
gather together again when repair work is plentiful. With a 
battle ship and cruiser on hand at our three leading navy-yards— 
Boston, New Charlestown, New York, and Brooklyn—it would be 
possible to keep a force of first-class mechanics continually em- 
ployed, transferring them from repair work to construction when 
necessary. 

It is only just to the mechanics employed that this should be 
done. They are laid off through no fault of their own and much 
suffering is caused among their families. 

The Charlestown Navy- Yard inside of a year will be one of the 
best equipped navy-yards in the country and will be prepared to 
do any kind of work. The total value of the Government navy- 
yards is $113,074,510, and it costs $18.404,047 annually to m4in- 
tain them and produce $4,157,266 in results. 

If there were $20,000.000 worth of construction work at the 
navy-yards, the cost for maintenance would not be greater than 
it now In view of these facts it is the height of folly not to 
experiment with the construction of ships by the Government. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I want to see at least 3,500 men 
permanently employed in the Charlestown Navy-Yard, each man 
perfec ting himself in his own ‘ne of effort until he has reached 
such egree of excellence that his handiwork will rival in accu- 
racy the finest art of the watchmaker. I want the busy hum of 
machinery to sing the song of contentment tothousands of happy 
families, the right arm of the family developing the right arm of 
the Republic, both keeping equal pace in development, both work- 
ing for the preservation of the peace of the world. I am not 
hostile to the private yard. On the contrary,I believe in helping 
it out in every possible way that is legitimate and honorable. but 
as between putting vast profit into the pockets of a few already 
wealthy men and providing permanent employment for the 
worthy mechanic, I am with the mechanic both on economic 


is. 


grounds and the loftiest grounds of patriotic sentiment. [Ap- 
piause. | 
Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 


The SPEAKER. Four minutes. 

Mr. STARK. Iyield two minutes to the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. SMALL]. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, this bill has the indorsement of 
the adjutant-general of my State, and my knowledge of its pro- 
visions leads me also to approve of it. But I have not time to 
enter into its merits; I have risen for the purpose of asking unan- 
imous consent to extend in the RecoRD my remarks upon another 
= ~House bill 15109. 

‘he SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
oa nd in the Recorp his remarks on House bill 15109. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 


[Mr. SMALL addressed the House. 


Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker. I yield the balance of my time to 
~ gentl man from New York [Mr. SuLzER]. 
e SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has three 
min ie 8. 
Mr. SULZER. 
ciency of our militia. 
the friend of the volunteers; 


See Appendix. | 


Mr. Speaker, this is a bill to promote the effi- 
and I amin favor of it. Ihave always been 
I believe in them, and I believe in the 
effectiveness of our citizen soldiery. This bill may not be perfect. 
Very little legislation is perfect; but if there are any material de- 
fects in the bill. they will soon be discovered and can be corrected 
hereafter. This bill has been most carefully considered, approved 
by the adjutants-general of all the States, and comes to us with a 
unanimous report from the committee. I shall vote for it, and I 
do not believe the fears of some of the gentlemen who have spoken 
against the bill are well founded. Ihave given considerable study 
to this matter and have always been in favor of that good old 
Democratic doctrine enunciated by Thomas Jefferson in favor of | 
a well-disciplined militia. 


It is the best security of a free people. Iam now and always 


have been opposed to a large regular army in time of peace in a 
Rey “able like ours. It is true, as has been said, that we have on 


our statute books a lot of old, antiquated, and obsolete militia laws, 
some of them enacted in 1792. Most of these laws are useless to- 
day, and inoperative. This bill eliminates the obsolete laws, codi- 
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fects them, and makes it possible for the States in this country to 
get Government aid and have a great body of well drilled, dis- 
ciplined, and modernly equipped citizen soldiery. 

If this bill becomes a law, and I hope so, it will give to the 
several States a national guard—a military organization armed 


and equipped the same as the Regular ‘Army. The Spanish- 
American war demonstrated the importance of having this done, 
and we should not neglect it. In this country every able-bodied 
citizen in time of war—when our homes are threatened by an in- 
vasion from a foreign foe—is a soldier and a good fighter. I be- 
lieve in the bravery and the patriotism of the American citizen, 
and so long as our martial spirit lasts, and we glory in our free 
institutions, the Republic will be safe and endure. I hope the 
bill will pass. 
A BILLION DOLLAR SESSION OF CONGRESS. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I shall take advantage of the time at my 
disposal to submit to the House a few remarks on some matters 
that I believe to be pertinent and of some moment to our fellow- 
citizens. We have been in session since the first Monday of last 
December. It has been indeed a long session, and it has been the 
most expensive session of Congress ever held in all our history. 
We have spent a great deal of the people’s money—nearly a bil- 


lion dollars. And what for? Let us see. I hold in my hand a 


statement of the appropriations made this session, and I ask the 
Clerk to read it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Appropriations of the Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, 
(Omitting hundreds. } 

ne I Son ba bpassasé tab snndsenoeaded dodeadeumdebreedike $20, 384,000 
I 6 ee aah a EE A ok esi cena lbitige aah inane aes 139, 842, > O00 
In ee 1, $58,000 
Second urgent dofici IIIT tie dns ince tenes it inguepen mimnsidh sche nenaree caleba eine manana 193, 600 
ee Ee Le kl in oath dideubesapuan ies s Cebiaiomaneles 138, 472, O00 
NN ook”. enc eep nnbubidece Gis Mine nesiiiewabns 75,000 
Legislative, executive, and judicial. ........................-....... 25, 898. 000 
en 2 agian oattiadehnipan der anaaiul hiemamee 7, 299,000 
re en os 6 aca d cubs nacecunncudsgasbeine sdbedubess 178, 000 
I ek 5 os, 5 wink bia plicit cttgnlintnsee heheh oem mesa us eciues 1, 640, 000 
Re in inti isin ts manenteiaaaiaipae maa damibil atid 5, 210, 000 
I cane Seema iiten aka 65, 108,000 
Omnibus public a EE awk So dalleiads bunk dechaonkhl eedtess sues 19, 425, 000 
DS. ce naltc vden j:nvésdu naitn shecdlncentalbas cnhabheaeiass+aedkte 9, 080, 000 
EET COU ao boi c aden > nacudnecnmsnipbteebionstesenakndinainihibeetagen 60, 125, 000 
NIL CIR IIIR.. <n.i th ties sid ih eeenetr ae mehined biliba eae meieeaaenos taba 8, 548, 000 
ST DEY oo. own eid ncbuds whdtns Daksa dabeb chemanhih kihewee 2, 627, 000 
UR CHEE (ORD WORE) ockns 0 dancss cacctcenethutusnedimnrssha 189, 130, 009 
POP 0: dintsim nthe pibaiacindntinn Saeea tenon peninnnglelimidin. citatiiinattdaa nies 91, 530, 000 
BI ann os as nian ali ett ewecnewnuiimebhaetan dato eieaiee annie 78, 681, 000 
General deficienc PF comdpebeesich 6aentuagesaelloenekenauaebaden 8, 250,000 
I a nd rice ote a eliin ne 2, 250, 000 
OCIA COO d.nio na cininda coksednnsscanentunbnGnidcece sade 123, 000,000 

BON nreclichkscs ckccdalnawiaetepnwiedenditgadienmenllbemei ms wae 998, 403, 000 


Mr. SULZER. Now, gentlemen, that statement speaks for it- 
self. It can not be successfully controverted. This is a Repub- 
lican Congress—overwhelmingly Republican in both branches— 
and the Republican party must assume the responsibility for all 
its acts of commission and omission. The Republican party 

responsible for all that has been done and all that has been left 
undone—for all the flagrant extravagance and abuse of power— 
during the first session of the Fifty-seventh Congress. A billion- 
dollar session of Congress is an anomaly in our legislative history. 
I ask the taxpayers to ponder on these facts. I ask the people 
how long they are willing to submit to it, and all for a little cheap 
glory of conquest; all for a little glitter and pomp and circum- 
stance; all for a little tinsel and tassel and gold lace? How long 
do you want it to last? You can answer in the coming elections. 
Ask yourself what has this Congress done for you—what has it 
done for the rank and file? 

IS THE RIGHT OF PETITION FUTILE? 

What has this Congress done for labor? Where are the bills 
which were petitioned for by millions of workingmen? Congr 
has been deluged with petitions more numerous than “the leaves 
in Valambrosa,” and all to no purpose. The Republican party 
has turned a deaf ear to these petitions. It has legislated e 
adversely on them or ignored them altogether. 

No man will again be deceived by the Republicans passing 
| measure in the House and holding” it up in the Senate, as 
| done with the antitrust bill in the last Congress. But this p lan 
worked so well then that it has been tried again with the same 
idea of deceiving the workingmen of the country who have 
signed these petitions of which I speak. The eight-hour bill is a 
shining y example, as well as the immigration bill, the letter car- 
riers’ bill, the overtime pay or excess of eight hours on Govern 
ment work bill, the building of war ships in Government y: irds 
bill, and the Chinese-exclusion bill. All denied except one, the 
Chinese-exclusion bill, and the legislation on that subject was ad- 
verse to the true interests of American labor. 

THE CHINESE BUNCO LAW. 
As a matter of fact, the so-called Chinese-exclusion act is as 


is 


a 


as 


fies the useful laws, and brings them up to the present time, per- | defective, deceptive, and inefficient to accomplish the desire 
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purpose as such a piece of patchwork can be. Realizing that the 
exclusion law of the past ten years, just terminated, and which is 
now superseded by the law just enacted, was spread over a se- 
ries of acts, treaty stipulations, court decisions, and Treasury reg- 
ulations which required vast research in order to ascertain the 
exact status of any tangible feature, the American Federation of 
Labor representatives, together with the representatives of the 
California Chinese exclusion convention, drafted a bill which 


was a codification of all these various laws, treaties, decisions, | 


and Treasury regulations into a comprehensive measure, so that 
if it had been enacted it would have presented to the Government 
officials as well as any student or ordinary citizen of this or any 
other country a comprehensive law that anyone could under- 
stand. But the wise solonsof the Republican party decreed other- 
wise, and, whether out of antagonism or ignorance, they imposed 


| given you astone. 


on the country a law which, unless remedied soon by further leg- | 


islation, rectifying the wrong and the shortcomings, or by the 
voluntary acquiescence of China, will open the mainland of the 
United States to the dangers of an overwhelming horde of Chi- 
nese laborers. 


Under the old law, Chinese, or persons of Chinese descent, were | 


excluded from the United States, no matter from whence they 
came. Under the law just passed they can be excluded only 
when such exclusion shall be ‘* consistent with treaty obligations.”’ 
Inno way does the law designate that the exclusion shall be con- 
sistent with treaty obligations with China, and hence, while the 
provision is made that they shall be excluded if they come from 
China to the United States, or from China to the Philippine Is- 


lands, there is no provision of law against Chinese going to Hong- | 


kong, which is under the British Government, or from China to 
Mexico, and coming from either of these places into the United 
States. 

Now, sir, in view of the treaties between the United States and 
the Governments of Great Britain and Mexico, providing for free 
and unlimited coming and going of their citizens and subjects to 
and from the United States, and with the well-known desire on 
the part of Chinese laborers to come to our country and compete 
with American workmen, and this desire fostered and encour- 
aged by the shipping and transportation companies, as well as 
the purpose of the Chinese Six Companies and a large number of 


American employers who constantly harp upon the idea of intro- | 


ducing into the United States a horde of cheap laborers, it is not 
difficult to understand the danger which threatens and confronts 
the workers of our country. 

THE EIGHT-HOUR AND IMMIGRATION BILLS. 


Mr. Speaker, so much for Republican pretensions regarding | 
| also shows that the average wealth produced per head by these 


Chinese cheap labor. Now let us see what else was done for the 
toilers. The eight-hour and immigration bills were passed in the 
House for buncombe only—just like last session’s antitrust bill— 
with no idea of allowing them, or either of them, to be enacted 
into statute law. All labor bills are opposed by the great trusts, 
which have more weight in the scale of the Republican party than 
the millions of signatures to petitions in favor of these bills. When 
the ship-subsidy bill was up, the whole argument for the millions 
of dollars which were asked for in that bill was based on the phrase 
‘that they needed the money ’”’ in order to pay higher wages for 
American seamen. 

Yet, in the worthless substitute for the Chinese-exclusion bill, 


which was finally passed, it has been so arranged that China- | 5! st em : 
| tion provision in section 20 of my bill. 


men can be employed on all our ships, even as sailors. The clause 


forbidding employment of Chinese seamen on American vessels | ! 
inexcusable. 


was struck out in the Senate by a vote of 47 to 29, the petitions 
tothe contrary notwithstanding. Millions for subsidies, millions 
for the trust, but not even consideration for honest labor bills 
and only contempt for petitions asking the poor privilege of jus- 
tice for the toilers. 

And as for having war ships built in Government navy-yards, 
the naval appropriation bill may possibly drop a crumb to the 


petitioners in the shape of one ship to be built in a Government | 
| and conserve peace and order. 


yard, while in one of the trusts’ yards there are now four war 
ships on the stocks. These petitioners I say can not be hood- 
winked again by promises to enact their bills into law after the 
election. If there is any intention to pass them, why not pass 
them now? Nearly every man, woman, and child in the country 
knows what the eight-hour question is. It has been before Con- 
gress for years, ever since 1868. 
measure? 

Is the Republican party so completely in the grasp of the trusts 
that these unlawful combinations can hold up all thelabor bills? I 
assert here and now that not one of these bills will be passed by this 
Congress. This is a serious matter and I challenge the Republi- 
can majority to allow one of these bills to be voted on before they 
Close the session. We Democrats will vote against any resolution 
to adjourn unless you pass some of these bills. 

This so-called shi pping trust is holding up Congress this very 

is the expenditure of $40,000,000 for Govern- 


moment and deman 


Why delay action on this | 


| 


| every thinker in the country. 


| industrial problems. 





ment work in their yards, and necessarily at their prices, when 
the Government has yards of its own and can build its own ships 
and employ American workmen on their construction and can 
man them with American seamen when they are built. But, as I 
have said before, it is my belief that no action will be taken at 
this time; no matter how numerous the workingmen’s petitions 
pour into Congress they will be either ignored or legislated on 
adversely, as was the case with the Chinese-exclusion bill. Work- 
ingmen, you have asked for bread and the Republican party has 
But the remedy is in your own hands. What 
is it? The ballot. If you want your rights, vote against the party 
of trickery and chicanery, the party that has deceived you over and 
over again. 
THE BILL TO ESTABLISH A DEPARTMENT OF LABOR. 


Mr. Speaker, a few words now in regard to another matter I 
deem of some moment. It relates to the bill I introduced to es- 
tablish a department of labor, with a Cabinet officer to be known 
as the secretary of labor, and is intended to meet an urgent need 
of the times in our industrial and governmental affairs. 

In times past the governments of the world were largely occu- 
pied with war and diplomacy, hence a war department, a navy 
department, and a state department were essential features of 
every government. 

We are now in the beginning of a new era in the world’s his- 
tory, when industry and commerce, instead of war and diplomacy, 
are to be the chief subjects occupying the attention of govern- 
ments. For this reason and in order that the Government of the 
United States may be prepared to deal properly with these new 
and changed conditions, I have introduced two bills, one to pro- 
vide for a department of labor and another providing for a de- 
partment of commerce. 

The need for a department of labor on the lines provided in my 
bill is clear to every citizen who reads and looks with any degree 
of clearness on the industrial phenomena around us to-day in the 
United States. 

After the preservation of order and the administration of jus- 
tice, by far the most important duty of government to-day is to 
see to it that all its citizens are employed or have the opportunity 
to be employed at productive labor. 

When any considerable number of the citizens of the country 
are shut out of the opportunity to labor the loss in wealth to the 


| country is almost incalculable, and is equaled only in magnitude 


by the gigantic losses from great wars. 
For example, the census of 1890 shows that during that year 
there were 1,139,000 people in enforced idleness. The census 


workers was about $2,000 per year. Thus the United States suf- 


| fered a loss of over two and a quarter billions of dollars in a sin- 


gle year from the failure to secure employment of this large 
number of its workers. This loss shows most impressively and 
conclusively the urgent need of such legislation as that embodied 
in my Department of Labor bill. 

The great labor organizations of the country appreciate more 


| than any other class of intelligent citizens the need of such legis- 
| lation, and year after year have demanded it of Congress, but 


without result. 

The failure of all other methods of settling the great coal strike 
shows most emphatically the need of the arbitration and concilia- 
The time has come when 
further delay on the part of Congress to act on this legislation is 


I have devoted much time and care in the preparation of this 
bill, and it should be studied by the writers on the press and 
It will help in a large measure, in 
my judgment, to solve existing and future social, economic, and 
It will be a step in advance and in the 
right direction. It will protect and add dignity to labor, which 
creates all wealth, and do much to preserve the wealth created 


Ishall keep on fighting for it, and sooner or later it will become 
a law, but during this session of Congress I could not get the 
Republicans to report it. If it had been reported it would have 
passed. The men who create all the wealth of this country de- 
mand the enactment into law of this bill. 

The Washington Times, owned and edited by Frank A. Munsey, 
in a recent leading editorial commenting on this bill to establish a 


| department of labor, said: 


WORTHY OF CONSIDERATION. 

The proposition of Representative SULZER for a department of labor will 
at least bear careful consideration. There is every reason to believe that the 
greatest problems of the near future will be industrial and commercial. 
The questions involved are intricate and most important. The material 
welfare of the nation depends upon the reasonable solution of the questions 
involved and the neglect of these questions is,as Mr. SULZER has pointed 


| out, certain to lead to almost incalculable losses. 


A popular government has the right to act in matters that concern the 
welfare of the nation. Some old-fashioned ideas may have to @° slightly 
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greatest number is the best form of equity, and 
those who have watched the growth of industrial conflict can not but realize 
that something must be done! sooner or later to prevent the growth of dis- 
orders which threaten to become chronic. 

A department of labor naturally seems like a strange innovation, but itis 
not an illogical step in the development of a governmental system capable of 
coping with conditions that are the outgrowth of a complex cjvilization and 
tleed a corrective. 


AtTeST 


THE LETTER CARRIERS’ BILL. 
Now, si 


been here 


r, I want to state that in every Congress since I have 
a bill has been introduced for the benefit of the letter 
carriers. In three different Congresses—namely, the Fifty-fourth, 
the Fifty-fifth, and the Fifty-sixth—I had the honor of introduc- 
ing sucha bill myself, and I worked as hard as I could—before the 
cominittee, with members of the House, in season and out of 
season a to get a favorable report, but all in vain. I 
never could get the Republicans on the committee to report the 
bill and do justice to the deserving letter carriers of the country. 
Time and time again on the floor of this House have I pleaded for 
decent treatment for the letter carriers. 

If the ‘re ever was a bill introduced in this House that ought to 
appeal to every member as a matter of right and justice, it is the 
letter carriers’ bill. The bill was introduced in this Congress 
early in the session—to be accurate, on the 13th day of December, 
1901. The Speaker referred it to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. It is ; the ‘renow. It is sleeping in that commit- 
tee, and it will never wake up, never come out. That is all there 
is to it—a most commendable bill. Why should it not be reported? 
Why should it be smothered in the committee? Why should it 
not be presented to the House and the members given an oppor- 
tunity to vote for it or against it? We want a record on this bill. 
We want to fix responsibility, and the Republicans in this House 
are responsible and can not evade that responsibility. 

The letter carriers’ bill, now peacefully and silently slumbering 
in committe 
nearly 2,000,000 names. One petition from New York City has 
on it 327,000 names. Resolutions from over 2,100 organizations, 
representing labor unions, boards of trade, business men’s 
leagues, independent organizations, and fraternal associations, 
indor sed it. These came from all parts of the country. State 
legislatures, city councils, and in fact every organization of any 
kind, political, religious, and economic, have asked that this bill 
be passed, but still it sleeps. 
papers, daily and weekly, have supported the bill editorially. 
The demand that Congress take action on this bill has become 
general, but nothing is done. Why not? Ask the Republican 
members of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. Speaker, I am a friend of the lette r carrie rs. The Govern- 
ment in all its service has no more honest, no more tireless, no 
more faithful employees. These men are the most efficient, the 
hardest worked in all the country’s service, and the poorest paid. 
The letter carriers of the land are compelled to toil day in and 
day out, in sunshine and in storm, in winter and in summer, in 
all kind of weather, sometimes eighteen hours out of the twenty- 
four; and taking all other employees in the various departments 


of the Federal Government as a basis for comparison, it can not 
be denied that the letter carriers render the mostand the hardest 
work for the smallest remuneration. 

Now, sir, why is it when every Democrat, I believe, on this 


side of the House is anxious for a favorable report of this bill, is 


anxious to have it passed, is anxious to vote for it to make ita 
law, why is it, I ask, that the Republicans in this House smother 
the bill every session in the committee? Why is the Republican 


party against the letter carriers’ bill? 
lican leaders of this House are opposed to giving the letter car- 









riers decent wages? Or is it because the Republicans are so busy 
legislating for monopoly that they have no time to legislate for 
man? And to think of it! The chairman of the committee, the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Loup], has the brazen audacity 
to rise in his place in this House and to impudently assert that 
this great Government can not afford to pay the letter carriers 
and postal employees decent wages! And in the face of the fact 
that we have in the Treasury a surplus of over $208,000,000, the 


largest surplus in all our history, and every dollar taken from the 
pockets of the taxpayers. 
CUBAN RECIPROCITY. 
And so, Mr. Speaker, it is the same old story all along the line— 
Verily, verily, I say unto 


cant and hypocrisy and false pretense. 

you, — a synonyim is modern Republicanism run mad. The Re- 
publicans preté nded to be the friends of the Cubans, and prom- 
ised the ema large measure of reciprocity; but a few Republican 
beet-sugar Senators thwarte d the will of the people and killed 
Cuban reciprocity in the alleged house of its supposed friends. 
And Cuba, our ward, can suffer, and must get along the best she 


ns that are practically new and unprecedented. 


, has the support of over 1,450 petitions, covering | 


Not only that, but over 400 news- | 
| which — have power to send for persons and papers, 


Is it because a few Repub- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 














JUNE 30, 


A FEW OTHER MATTERS. 

Now, gentlemen on the Republican side of this Chamber, just 
a few words more and I shall conclude. Let me ask you, What 
has become of all your fine promises. Why have you not to some 
slight degree reduced the tariff tax, which robs the many for the 
benefit of the few? Why do you refuse to reduce exorbitant tariff 
taxation on trust-made goods, which are sold cheaper in Europe 


than in this country? Be candid, my Republican friends. Demo- 
crats have introduced bills to do this. 
Why have you killed these good bills in the committee? Wil] 


not some Republican answer? I pauseforthe reply. No answer. 
Well; I will tell you. Itis because your party—the Republican 
party—the grand old humbug party—is owned and ¢ ontrolle d by 
the trusts of the country, and I say here and now, without fear 
of successful contradiction, that so long as the Republicans are 
in power the trusts will be secure and will flourish like a green 
bay tree. 

What has become of the resolution to amend the Constitution 
to elect Senators in Congress by a direct vote of the people? It 
passed this House early in the session—the vote was ne arly unani- 
mous. What has become of it, gentlemen? I will tell you, 
Killed as usual by a few Republican trust Senators sent to the 
other branch of Congress to look after special interests—killed 
by them notwithstanding the millions of petitions for it and the 
popular demand that it be enacted into law. 

I despair that this much-needed reform will ever pass the Sen- 
ate, especially as that body is now constituted. What has become 
of the bill to abolish government by injunction? Ask of the winds, 
and they will whisper back, ‘‘ Killed by the Republicans.”’ I ask 
the plain people of our land, How long, how long, will you submit 
to a betrayal of your rights by the Republicans? 

THE PACIFIC TRANSPORT SERVICE. 

Some time ago, sir, I introduced the following urrent 
resolution: 

Whereas the allegations of inadequate and scandalous conductof the: 
of the United St: ite s transport service between San Francisco and th 
ippine Is pee, made by the Examiner ant i other leading newspapers @ 
been sustain d by the offic ial reports to the War Department by special War 
De P' artme sat inspectors Col. John L. Chamberlain and Col. Marion P. Maus; 
anc 

Whereas no action commensurate with the gravity of the conditions shown 
to have existed has been taken by the Secretary of War: Therefore. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives | the Senate concurring). That 
working of the transport system be investigated by a Congressional com- 
mission to consist of three members of the House and threeof the Senate, 
and to make report 


conc 








the 


ion of Congress. 

WwW hat has become of this resolution? Killed in the committee 
by the Republicans. Why did lintroduce it? Write tothe Secre- 
tary of War and respectfully request him to send you a copy of 
the official reports of Col. John L. Chamberlain and Col. Marion 
P. Maus. Those reports will tell the story. I have not the time 
now to go into details. Suffice it for me to say, however, in the 
few minutes I have left, that these reports show most conclu- 
sively that hundreds of thousands of dollars of the people’s money 
have been wasted or stolen, or both. 

No proper vouchers for Government money expended. Extray- 
agant sums paid for repairs of the transports and to San Fran- 
cisco merchants for supplies. Coal stolen and false statements 
made as to the amount on hand. The taxpayers’ money wasted 
like water because the men charged with the responsibility buy 
the sup yplies in open market instead of buying by competition 
from the lowest responsible bidder, in accor dance with custom 
and law. 

Just let me call your attention to one item. Colonel C! an ul 
lain says in his report that the transport Meade was recent 
chased for $400,000, and that since she was purchase 4 ’ 
Government the War Department has spent on her the sum \ 
$580,000 for repairs—$180,000 more than she cost. What lo you 
think of that? It is only a sample, however, of what is going on. 
and has been going on for a long time, in the Army tr: ans rt 
service on the Pacific between San Fre incisco and the Philippi: 
And so the Republicans in Congress smothered that resol 
They did not want an investigation. Taxpayers, citizens, 
cans, you know the reason why! 

The SPEAKER. The time of the 


has expired. 


at the next sess 


YTN1T- 
the 


¢ 


ul ion, 


Ameri- 


gentleman from New York 


Mr. DICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED]. : — 
Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, of all the 15,000 bills which 


have bec m offered for our conside eration, pe srhaps this is the 
of which I know least. [Langhter.] Perhaps I am the onl 
member of this House that does not know all about this b i. 
[Laughter.] Not being a member of the committee having it n 
charge, I d > not claim to know all about it. 
ow, Mr. Speaker, that the militia laws of the Unite d 
out of date and very inadequate to present requ ir 
I do know that a well-trained militia is of the utm 


But I do ln 
States ar 
ments. 


Sh 
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importance tothis Republic. Ido know that the National Guard 
of Pennsylvania is the largest, finest, and best-drilled body of 
State troops in the Union to-day [applause]; that it desired to 
go as a body into the service of the United States, and that most 
of its members did serve in the war with Spain. I do know that 
Pennsylvania has an exceedingly popular and most capable 
adjutant-general, and that he and other officers of the National 
Guard assure me that the passage of this bill is most desirable 
and necessary. Therefore I hope that it will pass. [Applause.] 

Mr. DICK. Mr. Speaker, in order that the House may have a 
sample of the law which we expect to repeal I ask the Clerk to 
read section 1628 of the Revised Statutes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 1628. Every citizen shall, after notice of his enrollment, be constantly 
provided with a good musket or firelock of a bore sufficient for balls of the 
eighteenth part of a pound, a sufficient bayonet and belt, two spare flints, | 
and a knapsack, a pouch with a box therein to contain not less than 24 car- 
tridges, suited to the bore of his musket or firelock, each cartridge to con- | 
tain a pre er quantity of powder and ball; or with a good rifle, knapsack, 
shot-pouch, and powder-horn, 20 balls suited to the bore of his rifle, and a 
quarter of a pound of powder; and shall appear, so armed, accoutered, and 
provided when called out to exercise, or into service, except that when called 
out on company days to exercise only he may appear without a knapsack. 
And all arms, ammunition, and accouterments so provided and required 
shall be held exempted from all suits, distresses, executions, or sales, for 
debt or for the payment of taxes. Each commissioned officer shall be armed | 
with a sword or hanger and spontoon. 








Mr. DICK. Mr. Speaker, I do not think it needs better proof 
to maintain the assertion in the President’s last message that the 
militia laws of the country are obsolete. The effort of your com- 
mittee has been to bring in something modern, something prac- 
tical. 
three months ago. The press of the entire country has univer- 
sally approved the measure. The National Guard organizations 
of every State and of every section of the country have indorsed 
its provisions. 

The Secretary of War approves it with a letter which is filed 
with our report. It may not be a perfect law; we make no claim 
to perfection, but it is the belief and hope of your committee that 
this law will bring about at a minimum of expense a maximum 
of our military power, and that in times of peace we shall be able 
to reduce the standing army of our country tothe very minimum. 
Mr. Speaker, I might go on in detail and explain the provisions 


It comes here with a unanimous report, filed more than | 


of this act, but it has been in the hands of members of Congress | 


with reports for solong atime that I think it best now to call for a 
vote. Before doing so I ask unanimous consent that leave to print 
remarks on the bill be granted to members for the period of ten 
days. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent for general leave to print on this bill for ten days. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
it ought to be given for ten days. 

Mr. DICK. I will modify the time. 
gentlemen suggest? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
eriod than five days. 

Mr. DICK. Iam willing to so modify the request. 
The SPEAKER. The request is modified to five days. 
objection? [After a caine. 

ordered. 
ing the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (called for by Mr. 
CLAYTON) there were—ayes 180, noes 28, 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor of the motion) the rules 
were suspended and the bill was passed. . 


Mr. Speaker, I do not think 


+ 


How much time does the 


— 


Is there 
The Chair hears none, and it is so 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed a joint resolution of 
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House was 
ue sted: 


5. R. 130. Joint resolution authorizing certain temporary re- 


pairs to the Aqueduct Bridge, District of Columbia. 

rhe message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 
_ H.R. 11573. An act for the relief of settlers on lands granted 
in aid of the construction of wagon roads; 

H. R. 14087. An act granting a pension to Lizzie Dunlap; 
aH R. 13617. An act granting an increase of pension to Anne 
M. Luman: and 
H. R. 7105. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas 
Stotts, 


a 
(‘he message also announced that the Senate had passed the 


llowing resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
entatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 6117) for the relief of George 
Lea F ibiger. 


I shall object to a longer | 


The question now is on suspending the rules and pass- 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 12805. An act requiring the Anacostiaand Potomac River 
Railroad Company to extend its Eleventh street line, and for 
other purposes; and 

H. R. 12977. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
L. Church. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: 

S. 3896. An act to amend section 3362 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to tobacco. 


SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate joint resolution of the fol- 


| lowing title was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to 


its appropriate committee as indicated below: 

S. Res. 130. Joint resolution authorizing certain temporary re- 
pairs to the Aqueduct Bridge, District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report on 
the general deficiency appropriation bill, and ask unanimous con- 
sent that the statement may be read and that the reading of the 
report may be omitted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls up the con- 
ference report on the general deficiency bill, and asks unanimous 
consent that the reading of the report be omitted and that the 
statement only be read. Without objection this course will be 
pursued. 

There was no objection. 

The conference report was read. 

[For report of the committee of conference see page 7605. | 

The Clerk read the statement of the House conferees, as follows: 

The managers at the conference on the part of the House on the disagree- 





ing votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to t bill 
(H. R. 15108) making appropriations to supply deficiencies, submit the fol- 
lowing written statement in explanation of the action on each of the amend- 
ments in the accompanying conference report, namely: 

On No. 26: Strikes out the appropriation of $1,000,000 proposed by the Sen- 
ate on account of the Territory of Hawaii; 

On No. 34: Inserts the limitation proposed by the House in the amendment 


of the Senate appropriating $25,000 for the Ohio River; 

On Nos. 81 and 82: Appropriates $1,000, to be paid in the discretion of the 
Superintendent of the Capitol, to certain employees injured while employed 
on the Capitol building; 

On Nos. 87 and 8: Appropriates $2,679.44, as proposed by the Senate, for 
services of a receiver and register of the land office in Alaska; 

On No. 90: Appropriates $15,000, instead of $30,000 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for fencing and for buffalo in the Yellowstone National Park; 

On No. 91: Strikes out the appropriation of $175,000 proposed by the Sen- 
ate for survey of certain Indian reservations and inserts a provi 1 requir 
ing specific estimates for such surveys to be submitted to the nex n of 
Congress; 

On No. %: Appropriates $800, as proposed by the Senate, to pay for services 
of a clerk in the post-office at San Antonio, Tex. 

On Nos. 99 and 116: Strikes from the bill the appropriation of $10,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate and $1,000 as proposed by the House, to purchase manu- 
script for a new edition of Charters and Constitutions 

On amendment numbered 9, making an appropriation for the Charleston 
Exposition, the committee of conference have been unable to agre 

J.G. CANNON, 
S$. 5S. BARNEY 
L. F. LIVINGSTON, 


Managers on the part of the } 








The SPEAKER. 
report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, there is one amendment yet un- 
disposed of. That is the amendmentof the Senate that appropri- 
ates $160,000 for the Charleston Exposition. I will move that the 
House further insist upon its disagreement—— 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
from its disagreement to Senate amendment No. 9, and agree to 
the same. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina moves— 
which is a preferential motion—that the House recede from its 
disagreement and concur in the amendment of the Senate 

Mr. CANNON. Mr.Speaker,a moment. I want to: inani- 
mous consent at this time that I may be permitted to file the 
usual statement of appropriations and matters connected there- 
with within the next five days. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks un 
consent that he may be permitted to file for publication 
REcoRD a statement of the appropriations of the present 
Is there objection? 

Mr. CANNON. And I will also ask in the same connection 
that any memher of the Committee on Appropriations may do the 
same, if he desires. 
| The SPEAKER. 


The question is on agreeing to the conference 
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request so that it shall apply to allmembers of the Committee on 
Appropriations. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand that it is ex- 
pressly limited to five days. I shall object unless it is, because 
we ought not to have a REcorD issued thirty or sixty days after 
the adjournment of the session, as we have before. 

Mr. CANNON. I think five days will be quite long enough. 
I now hope to print the statement that I shall offer in the RECORD 
of Wednesday morning. 

Mr. BENTON. I think that will be sufficient time for us. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to say that my statement will be 
published in the REcoRD on Wednesday morning. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, it is proper for me to say, touch- 
ing the only amendment of the Senate that is not disposed of, 
the disposition of which alone stands in the way of the enact- 


ment of the deficiency bill, all other matters being closed, that | 
It is proper for me | 


the Senate is insistent upon this amendment. 
to say, further, that this amendment originated in the Senate, 
that it is without law, and is legislation and appropriation com- 
bined. 

If the House should further insist upon its disagreement, under 
the practice in such matters it is the part of the Senate to recede. 
That is the invariable rule between the two bodies. When one 
body proposes legislation or appropriation not authorized by law, 
in connection with or as an amendment to an appropriation bill, 
that body invariably recedes if the matter can not be accommo- 
dated between the two bodies. In this instance the Senate pro- 
poses the amendment. I want to be exactly fair—— 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to the 
gentleman from South Carolina? 

Mr. CANNON. Inamoment. I want to be exactly fair with 
the House. In my judgment, if the House intends to vitalize the 
amendment for Charleston, 8. C., this is its opportunity. I do 
not care at this time, so far as I am concerned, to speak further 
of its merits. 

I do not care to go back and hold a post-mortem over the merits 
of the Buffalo appropriation. That is vitalized as soon as this 
amendment is disposed of and the bill is signed by the President. 
It does not do much good to talk about last year’s birds’ nests. I 
shall vote against this amendment, so far as I am concerned, as I 
did before, and will repeat now what I stated a few hours ago 
when that matter was before the House for consideration. 

Thisamendmentis wrong. The Buffaloamendment was wrong. 
The Buffalo amendment passed. This was rejected. Somebody 
saggested that when you considered the two propositions together 
it was like unto straining at a gnat, this being the gnat, and swal- 
lowing the Buffalo camel. [Laughter.] Thatis whatit is. It 
is a peculiar cross, but we have swallowed it. 

Mr. FINLEY. One question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. InamomentIwill yield. Now, having stated 
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Mr. CANNON. I will yield to the gentleman from South 
Dakota in a moment, but I yield to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. W1LL1AmMs]—how much? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. About two or three minutes, 

Mr. CANNON. Well, three minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, both of these ap- 
propriations are superlatively wrong. There is nothing that I 
know of that grants the Federal Government the right to carry 
on a national or any other sort of ashow. I think it would be just 
about as much within the power of the Federal Government to 
make an appropriation for an effective display of steriopticon 
picture exhibits as either one of these two things. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the majority of this House took a different 
view of this matter when it made the appropriation for the Buf- 
falo exposition. There is no difference at all between these two 
things that I can discover, except two. 

First, that Buffalo is in the north and that Charleston is in the 
south, and, second, that the men who wanted the Buffalo exposi- 
tion appropriation obtained the aid and assistance of Congress in 
order to get money out of the Treasury by promises more extreme 
than those given for the Charleston exposition, and after the 


| Charleston exposition people had voted for the scheme of the 


Buffalo men, the latter then vacated their seats in order to pre- 
vent giving the quid pro quo. 

I do not find but one other difference between the two things, 
and that is that I consider Charleston stands upon a much higher 
plane of equity before Congress than Buffalo does. The Buffalo 
men’s promises not to apply to Congress for any other appropria- 
tion were much more sacred in their character and under the 
conditions under which they were given than any like promises 
upon the part of Charleston. 

You can go forward to-morrow, if you please, having first set 
aside all constitutional limitations in both cases, and then brand 


| yourselves as having made an appropriation of exactly the same 


this much I stand ready to yield to the gentleman from South | 


Carolina a brief time. How much time does my friend desire? 
Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I merely wish to say, as I under- 
stand the gentleman’s conviction, it is that between the two prop- 


ositions his view is, and he has so stated privately, that the Buf- | 


falo proposition has no advantage over Charleston. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. Weill, one isa great big kettle, Buffalo, and 
the other is a little bit of a black pot, Charleston. 
ter and applause. | 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to yield some time to 
the gentleman from Mississippi. I beg the pardon of my col- 
league, the gentleman from Georgia, a member of the conference 
committee. I yield to him such time as he may desire. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker. it is a well-known fact to 
every member of this House that this amendment originated in 
the Senate. It is also well known that our Appropriations Com- 
mittee turned down both appropriations, that for Buffalo as well 
as that for Charleston. 

More than that, I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that I voted 
against the Buffalo appropriation and against the Charleston ap- 
propriation; but I undertake to say in my place that this House 
giving Buffalo $500,000 without any merit, and perhaps with less 
merit than Charleston, it looks to me that it would be an out- 
rage to allow Charleston to go without this pittance of an appro- 
priation after having given Buffalo $500,000. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. | 


[Great laugh- | 


| character for the North and having refused it for the South, if you 


choose. I can not find, for the life of me, any justification for 
either appropriation; but if there be justification for the Buffalo 
appropriation, there is just twice that much justification for the 
Charleston appropriation. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
South Dakota. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, the proposition 
embodied in this amendment was introduced into this House by 
a separate bill, which was referred to the Committee on Indus- 
trial Arts and Expositions, of which I am amember. The bill 
was considered by that committee, after a very full hearing, and 
the committee were unanimous in the decision that there was 
absolutely no merit in it whatever. This is entirely different 
from the Buffalo proposition. 

Why. Mr. Speaker, in the hearings before the committee to 
which I have referred, the chairman or the president of the 
Charleston Exposition Association appeared and testified, and it 
appears from his testimony that this exposition was given simply 
and purely as a local matter for Charleston. I refer now to his 
testimony on page 2 of the hearings. He says: 

Ihave made it a special business to show those who have come to Charles- 
ton the advantages of that city as a place for investment. Of course the ex- 
position has been given for that specific purpose. As faras I am individually 
concerned that has been the purpose. 

And then he says: 

—_ question with us is whether we are going to be helped out of the 
urcn.,. 

The proposition as stated by that gentleman was this, that 
they were simply here asking Congress for an appropriation to 
make good a deficit that exists by reason of this exposition. 

Mr. Speaker, that gentleman was unable before that committee 
to state what the receipts of the exposition were; he was unable 
to state what the expenses had been; he was unable to state what 
the deficit is, and he was unable to state to whom they owed the 
money. And if there wasany merit whatever in this proposition 
I say that it does seeen to me that Congress can not intelligently 
act until we know something about what the amount of the det- 
icit is. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want tocall theattention of the gentleman 
to the fact that when the hearing was had Captain Wagner, in 
answer to the chairman of the committee, made a statement 
which you will find on page 20 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. That does not contain one syl- 
lable or one word as to the deficit or who the money was owing 
to. Now, I can not yield further. The Buffalo proposition pro- 

| vided to pay for material and labor, and we know something 
| about who the money is to go to. This provides it shall be paid 





All I wish to say now is that it can not be justified on either | for labor, articles, and services rendered to said company for work 
side of this House, nor can it be justified before the public of this 
country to make such a discrimination between the two places. 
I ask the House to look at it in that light. 


of said exposition, and reimbursement of any officer of said cor- 
pany. 
It appears, Mr. Speaker, that a portion of the indebtedness 15 


















1902. 


due to banks in the city of Charleston. 
of $21,000. 
himself for some of this indebtedness. On page 16 of the hear- 
ings he, in answer to a question by the chairman, ‘‘ Who is liable 


the exposition company is no good; I am liable for it.’’ Now he 
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4 They have an overdraft | the relation of the Government of the United States to the Buf- 
The president of the association says he has obligated | falo Exposition and the relation of the Government to the Charles- 
| ton Exposition. 


In the one case the Government authorized the 


| exposition, and by authority of Congress the President of the 
for the money?”’ answered, ‘‘ The exposition company is liable, but | 


comes to Congress and asks an appropriation to pay a deficiency | 
that exists there that he himself says he is liable for, and to pay | 


overdrafts on the banks in the city of Charleston. 
[ want to call the attention of the House to another feature of 


this provision, and that is that not one dollar has ever yet been | 


appropriated by the State of South Carolina for this exposition 
except an appropriation for a State exhibit. Not one dollar has 
ever been given to this exposition, as appears from this hearing, 
except to pay for that exhibit. 

Mr. FINLEY. 
to me? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I can not yield now. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from South 
Dakota has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield the gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Then I will answer the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from South Carolina. . 

Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman states the State of South Caro- 
lina has not made an appropriation except for a State exhibit. 
Does not the gentleman know that the appropriation covered both 
building and exhibit? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
just as the Government has done. 
$90,000 to pay for their exhibit. 


It was simply a State exhibit, 
The Government appropriated 


Will the gentleman from South Dakota yield | 


| Treasury to our committee. 


Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman is mistaken in making ‘that | 


statement. 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I will show it by the president 


of the association in the statement that he made in the hearings. 


before the committee. 

Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The gentleman can not find it 
in the testimony before the committee. 
testimony except that there is an overdraft of $20,000 due the 
banks, and that the president of the association himself is liable 
for some contingent amount, we do not know how much, and 
this provision in the bill asks us to vote to give them $160,000 to 
pay out to whosoever they see fit if they have claims against this 
exposition. 

Mr. CANNON. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY]. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill proposes to make the 


There is not a syllable of | 


same appropriation that is provided for in the amendment to the | 


general deficiency bill that was introduced in the House, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions, as 
was said by the gentleman from South Dakota. 

That committee gave to those interested in the appropriation a 
hearing, and upon that hearing Mr. Wagner, the president of the 
exposition, appears, and his testimony shows conclusively that 
the amount now sought by this amendment to the pending appro- 
priation bill was to make good either the amount that has been 


United States invited foreign nations to participate in that expo- 
sition, to make their exhibits. In the other case the Congress 
absolutely refused to have anything to do with the Charleston 
Exposition by refusing to appropriate money to enable the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to make exhibits at that exposition. 
The two cases are entirely different. 

I want to say further that this Congress has already made a 
gift of $90,000 to the Charleston Exposition. Before the Exposi- 
tion was opened the managers came to Washington and inter- 
viewed the President. They secured from him permission—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would like time simply to complete my 
statement. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield the gentleman one minute more. 

Mr. TAWNEY. They secured from the President permission 
to take the Government exhibits of the Pan-American Exposition 
to Charleston upon the express promise that they themselves were 
to defray the expense of transportation and maintenance. But 
when Congress convened it was apparent that there would be a 
deficit, and then they came to Congress and asked us to make 
good a portion of that deficit by appropriating money enough to 
defray the expense of transporting the Government exhibits to 
Charleston and the expense of their maintenance. 

We appropriated $90,000 for that purpose, almost all of which 
has been paid, according to the report of the Secretary of the 
Therefore I think the two cases are 
entirely different. South Carolina has already received a dona- 
tion from the Federal Government. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. CANNON. I yield now to the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. FINLEY]. How much time does he wish? 

Mr. FINLEY. Justa few minutes. I donot propose to detain 
the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, it was not my intention to further 
debate this proposition thisevening; nor would I have done so but 
for the fact that statements have been made here on the floor 
which are incorrect. It has been stated that South Carolina 
did hot appropriate anything except for an exhibit. The fact is 
that the State of South Carolina made an appropriation of $50,000 
for a building and an exhibit. 

It may be said that $50,000 is not very much, but I wish to say 
to the members of this House that in the State of South Carolina, 
where there is less than $200,000,000 worth of property on the tax 
books and where the taxes collected for State purposes are about 


| $1,000,000, $50,000 is, in round numbers, about 5 per cent of all 
| the money paid into the State treasury in the way of taxation 


paid by the individual members of that association or to pay | 


amounts for which the individual members of the association are 
lial le. 


_ I said this morning, when we were consiGering the amendment | 
in respect to the Buffalo Exposition, that if any individual mem- | 
ber of the exposition company was liable for that deficit due to | 


contractors I would not vote for it, and if there was any liability 


on the part of the State I would not vote for it; but here were | 
the facts that the contractors who had paid their money for ma- | 


terial and labor which went to make the exposition a success, and 


because of the catastrophe that occurred there in September the | 


receipts were not sufficient to enable the company to pay that in- 
} 
debtedness due those contractors. 


| can state to the House that from the testimony of Mr. Wagner | 


it appears that the Charleston Exposition was not closed on any 
day from the beginning of the exposition to the end, including 
Sundays; that the deficit is due entirely to either a failure on the 
part of the company to properly advertise their exposition or be- 
cause for some other reason the people of the United States did 
not attend it. Mr, Wagner expressly states to us that there were 
no extraordinary circumstances that interfered with the attend- 
ance at their exposition. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this is simply a business 
Proposition. There is no circumstance connected with the expo- 
siuon at Charleston that can in any case be construed as creating 
an obligation on the part of the Government of the United States 
to make up this deficit. In that respect the exposition at Charles- 
ton is distinguishable from the Buffalo Exposition. 

There is another distinguishing feature; and it grows out of 





annually. 

So I submit that the State did make an appropriation. More 
than that, the city of Charleston made one of like amount, and 
the counties of South Car6élina had their exhibits. — 

The gentleman from South Dakota argues that there is nothing 
to show where this money willgo. If members will turn to page 
21 of the report of the committee they will find this statement: 


Amount of claims made by contractors and for materials and 


workmanship. -.....--....- nhonn dike alee dxind ih andi aiedinininconiie . $108,579.51 
Amount cash loans due -_..... aia acl hs ein ks lente alll geese $115, 000 
Amount cash loans about.............- bh shetinbanmdinsaiti-wtena 82, 000 
—_— — 147,000. 00 


250.579. 51 

Now, I say to the gentleman from South Dakota and to mem- 
bers of the House that every dollar here appropriated will go—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute more. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the members of this 
House that every dollar that is asked for will go to the contract- 
ors, to the material men, and to the laborers, or those who have 
paid the bills and stand in their shoes. Not one dollar will go 
into the pockets of any member of this corporation. 

The bonds that were issued were a mortgage upon the gate re- 
ceipts. Two-thirds of that has been paid, and that is all that 
will be paid. Not one cent that is asked here will go to the bond- 
holders—to the men who furnished the money and took the bond 
of the exposition company. ; 

The SPEAKER. The timeof the gentleman hasexpired. The 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from South Carolina, 
that the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate and concur in the same. 

The question was taken and the motion agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. FINLEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 



























































NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a conference re- 
port on the naval appropriation bill, and I ask unanimous consent 
to dispense with the reading of the report and that the statement 
of the House conferees may be read. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, we have been doing 
that several times to-day, and a good deal of confusion and mis- 
understanding has occurred. I would like to ask the gentleman 
what is in the report and how long it is? 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, it is a very short report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Dlinois asks unanimous 
consent to dispense with the reading of the report and that the 
statement only be read. If there is no objection this course will 
be pursued. [After apause.] The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 14046) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes, submit the following written 


statement, to wit: 
The « 


amendment: 
On No. 91, as to “Increase of the Navy” and the methodof construction of 


new ships authorized. 
GEORGE EDMUND FOSS. 
R. W. TAYLER. 
ADOLPH MEYER. 

The report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate numbered 91 to the bill (H. R. 14046) making 
appropr ms for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, 
and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have been 


unable to agree. 

GEORGE EDMUND FOSss, 
R. W. TAYLER, 
ADOLPH MEYER, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
EUGENE HALE, 
GEO. C. PERKINS, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. Speaker, I now move the adoption of the re- 


+ 





Mr. FOSS. 
port. 

TheS 
be permitted. 
ees have been unable to agree. 
there. 

Mr. FOSS. I supposed it was proper to adopt or accept. 

The SPEAKER. What is the motion of the gentleman? 

Mr. FOSS. I move that the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to amendment No. 91 and concur in the same with an 
amendment striking out said amendment, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following; which I will send to the Clerk’s desk to be 


PEAKER. The Chair thinks that thatis not a motion to 
The report is simply a statement that the confer- 
There is nothing to be voted on 


read. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [linois moves to recede 


from this amendment with an amendment, which the Clerk will 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to amendment No. 91, and 






Y 


1 amendment striking out said amendment and in- 


to the same witl 
x in lieu thereof the following: 

purpose of further increasing the naval establishment of 
es, the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by 
t-class battle ships, carrying the heaviest armor and most 
els of their class, upon a trial displacement of not 
to have the highest practicable speed and great 
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ommittee of conference have been unable to agree on the following | 
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1 , exclusive of armor and armament, not exceed- 
it lass armored cruisers of not more than 14,500 | 

ti pla irrying the heaviest armor and most powerful 
a7 ve heir class, and to have the highest practicable speed | 

s and to cost, exclusive of armor and armament, 

$ I » gunboats of about 1,000 tons trial displace- 

to cost whe iilt, exclusive of armame not exceeding $382,000 each: 

a vct for tl nstruction of each of said vess ll be awarded 

b S tary of t Navy to the lowest best resp ider, having 

vast rv nd inmost expeditious delivery; and in the construc- 

t i vessels the provisions of the act of August 3, 1886, entitled 

‘An act to increase the naval establishment,” as to materials for said vessels, 

their engines, boilers, and machinery, the contracts under which they are 

bu the notice of any proposals for the same, the plans, drawings, specifi- 

ns therefor,and the method of executing said contracts shall be ob- 

ed and followed, and, subject to the provisions of this act, all said vessels 

shall be built in con ance with the terms of said act. and in all their parts 

ve of domestic machinery, and the steel material shall be of domestic 





shall 1 
1anufacture, and of the quality and characteristics best adapted to 
purposes for which it may be used, in accordance with specificat 
d by the Secretary of the Navy: and not more than two of the six 
battle ships, armored cruisers, and gunboats provided for in this act shall be 
built by one contracting party 
‘One battle ship or one armored cruiser herein provided for shall be bui 
on or near the coast of the Pacific Ocean or the waters connecting there\ iH 
illappear to the satisfaction of the President from the bidding for 





various 





ipprové 





} 


It 








OUutit i 

such contracts that said vessel can not be constructed on or near the coast 
of the Pacific Ocean at a cost not exceeding 4 per cent above the lowest 
ed bid for the corresponding vessel provided for in this act, he shall 
horize the construction of said vsssel elsewhere in the United States, 
. 1 1itations as to cost hereinbefore provided. If the Secretary 
t Na 1 be unable to contract at reasonable prices for the con- 
str mn y of the vessels herein authorized, then he may build such 
ve vessels in such navy-yards as he may designate: Provided, That the 
S ‘ he Navy shall build one of the vessels authorized by this act 

in such navy-yard as he 








may designate: Provided further, That the Secre- | tions, etc.. impelling men to vote against their convictions, al 


tary of the Navy shall build all the vessels herein authorized in such navy- 
yards as he may designate, should it reasonably appear that the persons. 
firms, or corporations, or the agents thereof, bidding for the construction of 
any of said vessels, have entered into any combination, agreement, or under- 
standing, the effect, object, or purpose of which is to deprive the Govern- 
ment of fair, open, and unrestricted competition in letting contracts for the 
construction of any of said vessels. 

‘The Secretary of the Navy is hereby instructed to keep anaccurate ac- 
count of the cost of inspection and construction of vessels provided for in 
this act, whether built in Government yards or by contract, and report 
thereon to Congress, at each session, the progress of work and cost thereo{ 
including the inspection of all the material going into the construction of 
said vessels, and, upon the completion thereof, to report a full and detailed 
statement showing the relative cost of inspection and construction in Goy- 
ernment yards and by contract.” 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to add to that the following, 


| which I will ask to have read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

And for the purpose of preparing and equipping such navy-yard or navy- 
yards as may be so designated for the construction of said ship or ships, the 
sum of $175,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropri- 
ated for each of the navy-yards in which the Secretary of the Navy may 
direct any such ship or ships to be built. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question in regard to the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. RIXEY. Is the amendment which was read from the 
REcoRD by the Clerk before this last amendment which you now 
propose the same amendment as was proposed yesterday? 

Mr. FOSS. The amendment which was read from the Recorp 
is identically the same. I have added to it, however, the provi- 
sion which I just now sent to the Clerk’s desk, providing for an 
appropriation of $175,000 for equipping any or each yard in case 
the Secretary of the Navy finds that such yard is not properly 
equipped. 

Mr. HANBURY. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask, asa mem- 
ber of the House, what the gentleman has in mind, or what 
navy-yard he seems to have in his mind, which is not thoroughly 
equipped to-day, and needs $175,000 to equip it? 

Mr. WATSON. Why, every one of them. 

Mr. FOSS. I would say to the gentleman that the Chief Con- 
structor of the Navy, Admiral Bowles, appeared before the com- 
mittee and said that there were very few of our navy-yards which 
were well enough equipped for the building of ships without 
an appropriation of this kind. I presume that to-day our best 
equipped yard is New York, but some of the other yards are not 
equipped for the building of ships at the present time. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I would ask my colleague upon the commit- 


| tee [Mr. TAYLER of Ohio] if he desires time for the discussion of 


this question? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I do not know exactly 
how much time will be needed on our side of the question. I 
suppose the gentleman in charge of this amendment has an hour, 
and if he will yield half of that time to me, we will get through 
as s00n as We Can. 

Mr. FOSS. I will gladly yield one-half of my time to 
colleague. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr, DALZELL]. 
from Ohio has thirty minutes. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, this controversy between 
the two Houses has reached an acute stage, and the question is 
whether the House, after having twice debated this proposition, 
while no debate has occurred at the other end of the Capitol, will 
now recede from the position which it has deliberately taken and 
refuse to stand where it stood before. 

And I desire, Mr. Speaker, at the outset, to advert to a 


my 


The gentleman 


state- 





ment made in the hearing of gentlemen some time ago, and in 
principle repeated by the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations [Mr. Cannon] a few minutes ago, not in relation to t! 
matter, but as indicating the ground that some gentlemen ar 
taking as to the duty of the House at this juncture, namely, that 
as the House is proposing new legislation, it is the duty of the 
House in case of confiict to recede. 

I dispute the accuracy of that statement of fact as to this Dill. 
This bill, like all other naval appropriation bills, provides for th 
construction of battle ships. armored cruisers, and gunboats 
That is the essential part of this portion of the bill, and whether 


they be built in Government yards or whether they be built 
private contract is a mere incident, necessarily superimposed upon 


the main proposition of building ships. And to say that we are 
injecting new propositions into old measures and old methods by 
reason of the fact that we merely say that a part of these sips 
shall be built in Government yards is drawing a finer sight upon 


the situation than I am capable of following. 

Now. Mr. Speaker, it is unfortunate, in my opinion, that this 
controversy has arisen in the way in which it has, and that so 
much has been said about outside pressure from labor organiza- 
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in a sense, to exhibit themselves as demagogues here by their 
voice and by their vote. 

[ am glad to say that, so far as I am concerned, politically and 
personally, and in all the relations which I expect to sustain to- 
ward others, no man can be less influenced by any such consid- 
erations than I, and Iam glad to be able to stand here now in 
the presence of this House and assert my deliberate conviction 
that the time has come when this nation ought to proceed to 
make, in so far as it can, those things for the purchase of which 
it is practically the only market. [Applause.] 

I want to say this to gentlemen on this floor, and to apply it to 
myself in an equal way, that we made a grave mistake some 
years ago when we did not adopt the policy of making our own 
armor plate. [Applause.] I myself opposed that, and I think 
if it was presented as an independent proposition I would oppose 
it to-day, because I do not think we are going to buy enough 
armor plate at a time to make it pay for us to run our own armor 
factory; but that is not here now, and I do say this, that if we 
had built our own armor factories six years ago, as on the 
floor of this House it was contended we ought to do, we would to- 
dav have more than paid for that armor factory in the increased 
price that we have had to pay for our armor since that date. The 
injection or introduction of a single threatened bidder for armor 
two years ago resulted in a saving to this Government of nearly 
g2 000,000 in the current contracts for armor which we are now 
receiving. 

We might just as well meet this question now as at any other 
time. This country demands that at least the experiment be 
tried ag to whether and how we can build Government vessels in 
Government yards. There is a good deal of archaic talk about 
the time when we built the Raleigh, the Cincinnati, the Maine, 
and the Texas in Government yards; but to compare our capacity 
and our capabilities, both as to factories, implements, men, me- 
chanics, and engineers, with the industrial conditions that pre- 
vail in our Government works to-day is as though one would 
undertake to compare the construction of John Stephenson’s first 
locomotive with a 120-ton locomotive of to-day. 

We might as well try the experiment now. Speaking for my- 
self, I will be perfectly satisfied, as I was perfectly satisfied when 
this bill was under consideration, if we provide for the building 
of only one of these great battle ships in a navy-yard. If we do 
build it, we will find out what our capacity is, and it is quite as 
important to know what we can do, whether we know we can not 
do it well or that we can do it just as well; that we should know 
that as that we should pay more or less for the thing that we un- 
dertake to manufacture. 

Then, again, our yards ought to be equipped, one or more of 
them, for doing this great work. No one on this continent is 
having great battle shipsand great armored cruisers built except 
our own country. Weare the great customer for them so far as 
American yards are concerned, and we ought to know further 
whether we can build them in our own yards, so that in time of 
stress, if need be, or in time of monopoly, if it should come, we 
will know,@nd then we will know that we are equipped to do 
this gréat work. 

Then,’again, if we build one or more of these great ships, if it is 
known that one of them is to be put in competition as to price and 


character and quality with the ships built in private yards, we | 


will at once feel the effect of that operation upon those who out- 
le are bidding for the construction of these Government ships. 
| doubt not, Mr. Speaker, that however much more the build- 


x of a great ship in the Government yard may cost us than if | 


brilt 


lt by private contract, we will save all of that exceessive cost 

in the reduction of price on the same character of ships built by 
ntracts in private yards. 

_Now, I do not know, Mr. Speaker, whether at the other end of 

the Capitol there will be found to be an agreement if we insist 

upon our way; whether we may not have to yield at some time 
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or other, it is now so late in the session; but this amendment, | 


Which is practically the amendment which was voted down last 
Satn 


irday, in my judgment ought to be voted down again to-night, 
House, having time and again discussed this matter and put itself 
on record, is ready and willing to stand by its guns. [Loud ap- 
plause.] I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the gentleman takes his seat, I would 
like to ask him a question. If the House follows out the advice 
that he has given and votes the motion down, what is the differ- 
ence between the two Houses and what is the status of the bill in 
the difference between the two Houses? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, there is now no differ- 
ence between the two Houses, save in this proposition. The 


conferees have met respecting this matter, and have reported | 


their inabilit to agree. Now,if this amendment is voted down, 
* motion will be made that the House insist upon its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendment, and ask for a further conference, 


and at the other end of the Capitol it ought to be known that the | 


} 
} 


| 


t 
e 








and the bill will then go to the Senate with this question before 
the conferees. 

Mr. DAYTON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. DAYTON. If the House takes the course you ha‘ e offered, 
will you state to the House your judgment as to the likelihood of 
getting any other agreement? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Well, I would not be here urging the 
House to take the action that I have urged upon it if I did not 
have some belief upon the subject. [Loud applause.] If the 
gentleman from Virginia desires some time, I will yield to him. 

Mr. RIXEY. Itis possible that some one in favor of the mo- 
tion may desire to be heard next. I would like to be recognized 
after a while. The gentleman from Dlinois will, perhaps, con- 
sume some of his time. 

Mr. FOSS. I want to say to the gentleman that I do not care 
to speak now. Idesire to close the matter. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 
I claim the right to close debate. [Renewed cries of ‘* Vote!’’| 
I suggest that the gentlemen proceed with their side of the dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 
I make the point of order that the gentleman from Illinois, rep- 
resenting the minority of the conference committee, and a posi- 
tion in opposition to the express desire of the House, is not entitled 
to control the time, particularly to have the advantage of closing 
debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DALZELL). If the gentle- 
man from New York had made that point of order when the gen- 
tleman from Dlinois was recognized he would have sustained it. 
It is too late after the gentleman has controlled the time, and he 
is entitled to say when he will speak. 

Mr. RIXEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
as to whether he is to be the only speaker in favor of the motion? 

Mr. FOSS. That is a matter within my discretion. 

Mr. RIXEY. I concede that the gentleman is entitled to close 
under the rule, but it seems tome that we ought to know whether 
there is to be more than oné speaker. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I do not think there is any 
fairness in compelling one side to exhaust all of its time and then 
give the gentleman from IDlinois a full half hour to close debate. 
There is no doubt that he has the right to close, but surely he 
ought to yield such time as somebody else is to have. Thisis the 
first time I ever knew anybody to make such a proposition. The 
House can defeat that now by voting on the proposition. 

Mr. FOSS. How much time does the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. TAYLER] consume? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio has 
nineteen minutes remaining of the time yielded to him. 

Mr. FOSS. I will yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
West Virginia |[Mr. Dayton]. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I donot know that I want to take 


| up the time yielded to me. I sincerely hope that in what I do 


have to say I may be listened to. There can not be any question 
here to-night in the few hours before adjournment about this ar- 
gument on building ships in the navy-yards. We stand here as 
the House of Representatives advocating this proposition against 
the Navy Department itself, against the Senate of the United 
States—that is so far a unit that no manin that body has had in- 
terest enough t » object to a unanimous confirmation of the posi- 
tion taken in the Senate by itself and by its conferees on this 
question. 

There can be no question about another matter, that this legis- 
lation originated in the House; that it is new legislation, and 
that under the rule that this House has continually fought for, it 
is the duty of the body that proposes the change of existing law 
without the consent of the other to recede. 

I want to say to the House, in absolute candor and sincerity, 
that for four days as a conferee on this bill we sought in every 
way to carry out the will and wishes of this House and secure 
an agreement such as the House desired upon this proposition. 
I want to say to you that it has been stated to us that the Senate 
has been called on this proposition, and that not more than fi 
or six in any way, shape, or form were favorably inclined to the 
proposition of the House as presented here in its original new 
legislation ingrafted on this bill touching this proposition. 

Now, under this situation, a proposition is suggested that will 
provide for the building of one ship in the navy-yard; providing 
further, that if there is a combination of the shipbuilders and the 
Secretary of the Navy is convinced of that, all of those ships shall 
be built in the navy-yards; and it further provides that if the 
price shall not be reasonable they shall be built in the navy-yards. 
This proposition, I submit, isa fair proposition for us and will 
test the question whether or not ships can be built in the navy- 
yard as cheaply as they can be built in private yards. 

” T have read the testimony, and I was present when the rep- 
resentatives of the labor organizations appeared before the 
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Committee on Naval Affairs, and I want to say to you that in these | and a fraud. [Applause.] I use very plain language on this 


hearings the representative of the labor organization himself, in 
answer to a question, said that he did not believe it would be 
wise for us to undertake the construction of the largest ships in 
the navy-yard. I want to say further to you that in conversa- 
tion with these representatives they have placed themselves 
squarely on the proposition that if we could not build ships as 
cheaply in the navy-yards they would not ask it or demand it. 
Now, I want to have a fair test. 

Mr. RIXEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAYTON. The gentleman can get time of his own; I de- 
cline to yield now. I want to say further, let us be reasonable on 
this proposition. They say under this proposition the Secretary 
of the Navy may build a gunboat in the navy-yard. I want to 
say to you that is not, in my judgment, what he will do, because 
I believe our former colleague will be fair in making this test, as 
we all desire it to be fair if it is to be made. 

There is not a single member of this House but that wants a 
fair test. I will tell you why it is not wise to specify what ships 
shall be built, for two reasons: One was suggested by one of the 
labor witnesses himself. If we specify it to be a battle ship that 
shall be built in the navy-yard there will be a combination among 
the private shipbuilders, a secret understanding that one of their 
number will bid that battle ship down so low that the navy-yard 
that shall build the other sister ship will not be able to compete 
with it, and they can make up the loss to the one that bids. 

Furthermore, there is a reason why it should not be specified. 
The Secretary of the Navy may ask for bids on all six of the 
ships; and all six of them under the provisions of this amend- 
ment may be subject to be built in the navy-yards. One of them 
will be botnd to be built in a nayy-yard. Then, when those bid- 
dings come in, the Secretary of the Navy will have a club over 
the head of the private shipyard builders. Why? 

Because those who bid upon those ships will do it with the 
understanding that if their bids are not down to the lowest 
figure—if the bid is not the lowest opened—the highest opened 
can be placed in a navy-yard, so that'it will break down the price 
or the cost of all these ships; it will prevent a combination be- 
tween the shipbuilders, and will enable the Department to build 
the designated ship at lower than its actual cost; so that the test 
in the years to come will not be a fair and complete test. 

Now, gentlemen, I submit to you in all candor and in all sin- 
cerity that every effort has been made to adjust this difficulty and 
this deadlock. Certainly we have voted upon this proposition 
again and again; we have tried to concentrate the conferees upon 
this matter. 
retary of the Navy to be fair. 

According to the statements of the laboring men themselves 
who appeared before the committee. a fair test upon one ship 
was all they asked or demanded. Their only fear was that the 
test, under the provisions of this amendment, would not be a 
fair test. But it can not be anything but a fair test. Let us 
have the test; let us not go headlong into the construction of 
ships in our navy-yards when the contractor who formerly fa- 
vored this proposition has, upon fairly going over the whole 


matter, told us that it will cost us 25 per cent more, and that | 


each one of these yards will have to have an expenditure of 
$175.000 to begin with. 

Let us give a fair test. Let it bea test that will be satisfactory 
to the Department and satisfactory to the laboring man. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I yield ten minutes to my colleague 
[Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the argument of the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton] is that when the Sen- 
ate of the United States plants itself upon a proposition it is the 
duty of the House to yield to that body, to waive its own judg- 
ment. and to retire from the controversy. Thatis the argument, 


and that has been the course of management of this committee | 
| committee of conference is not willing to carry out the expressed 


from the beginning to theend. [Applause.] 


Mr. Speaker, there has come to this House an appeal from a | 


great element in this country with which I have heretofore had 
no sympathy so far as to believe in the argument which they have 
put forward. But they insist, and have done so in a manner and 
through organizations and through appeals that I am not willing 


longer to resist, that there shall be a fair experiment made here | 
as to the relative cost of building one or more of these ships in | 


the navy-yards of the country as compared with the private 
yards. 

Now, the attitude of these gentlemen on this fiooris this: They 
come forward and tell us that we have no navy-yards that are 
now fitted for this business, and yet they propose here by an 
amendment to this amendment to expend $175,000 for the purpose 
of equipping those navy-yards to do just exactly what we ask 
Congress to compel the Secretary of the Navy to do, at least so 
far as one ship in concerned. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the language of this amendment is a cheat 





Why not let the matter stand, and trust the Sec- | 








subject, and I challenge the gentleman from Illinois who stands 
up here annually and undertakes to bulldoze this House of Rep- 
resentatives [applause]—I challenge the gentleman to read 
the language of the amendment and say that there is any pro- 
vision in it for a test. He knows that the language here does 
not result in the thing he claims. [Applause.] Let me read 
the language. 

Mr. FOSS. Read the language. 

Mr. GROSVENOR (reading): 

If the Secretary of the Navy shall be unable to contract at reasonable 
prices for the construction of any of the vessels herein authorized, then he 
may build such vessel or vessels in such navy-yard as he may designate, 

Now, then 

Mr. FOSS. Read on. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, I will ‘‘ read on’’ as much as I please, 
That is just the style of the gentleman—to get up and demand 
that another gentleman shall ‘‘read on.’’ [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] I want the gentleman to understand that I am making 
this speech and that I am not under his dictation. [Applause. | 
The gentleman says ‘‘ Read it now.’’ 

I will read it when I get ready. That is the way this business 
has been run up to this time. Who is to decide whether these 
prices are reasonable or not? Is it to be ascertained by some com- 
petition with outside people, or are we to ascertain, once and for 
all, by an experiment that this country has the ‘genius to make 
what is a reasonable price for the construction of a battle ship? 
That is what we want to get at, not the estimates that are put 
— it by the Secretary of the Navy. Now, let us see what fol- 

ows: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy shall build one of the vessels 
authorized by this act in such navy-yard as he may designate. 

What vessel? What vessel? There is the trick of it. We have 
asked for a vessel, a vessel of standard type, a vessel that will 
settle the question once and forever as to the relative cost of these 
great ships—the armored cruiser or the battle ship. And why 
does not the gentleman put it into his language, if he wanted to 
treat the House fairly, that it should be one battle ship, or one 
ship even. If he had been willing to even put the word “‘ ship” 
into it, I would have tried to be content. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman if he will 
offer that amendment, I will accept it—one ‘‘ship.”’ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, yes; now he will offer that amend- 
ment, when it has been exposed. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; shall build one ‘‘ship.’’ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Shall build one of the ‘‘ vessels.’’ What 
kind of a vessel? There area great many vessels. There are ves- 
sels of clay and vessels of honor and vessels of dishonor. Now, 
the whole purpose that we have had in this matter is to meet a 
great public demand and have one fair test. Why can we not 
have it? 

The gentleman is either for such a test as I am describing or 
he is against it. If he is for it, why not put in the full provision 
for a complete test of the question of the cost of a battle ship or 
an armored cruiser, and make it so that there will be no ques- 
tion of discretion left to anybody in all this country whether it 
shall be executed or not. I believe that the people of this coun- 
try are represented by the House of Representatives. [Ap- 





| plause. | 


I do not believe the people of this country are exclusively repre- 
sented by the Senate, or by a little coterie of the Senate, and it 
is to me a shocking proposition that a gentleman comes in here 
and tells the House of Representatives that they must go down, 
for the Senate will not. [Applause and laughter.] That is the 
argument of the gentleman from West Virginia. You must quit 
and give up your judgment, because if you do not do it, the Senate 
will not do anything for you. 

Well, I am in favor of testing the Senate once more, and if this 


and determined and oft-repeated will of the House of Represent- 
atives there is a parliamentary procedure that suggests itself to 
the Speaker of the House how that complication may be gotten 
rid of. [Applause.] We have a right to have the House of 
Representatives represented, and have it represented by those 
who will go into the conference insisting upon the rights of the 
House, and not come back here and tell us that somebody in the 
Senate has given notice that they never will consent to yield. — 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Ohio 
permit just one suggestion about that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly; make two suggestions. 

Mr. DAYTON. Possibly the gentleman overlooks the fact that 
he is criticising the last conferees, the majority of whom enter: 
tain the views exactly that he expresses, and that I have dropped 
out of the conference in order that this second conference might 
be composed of gentlemen just like himself, who thinks this 
amendment objectionable. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, you see we have made some head- 
way. [Laughter:] 

Mr. DAYTON. Ido not know what headway you have made, 
when your own friends have come in and reported that they can 
not agree. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have known that to be done twenty-five 
times on asingle billin this House, and afterwards they did agree. 
{Laughter.] Have we reached that point in our relation to the 
higher branch of Congress—if it is a higher one—that all they 
have got to do is to stand still and say, ‘‘ We will not budge an- 
other inch? ”’ 

Mr. DAYTON. I will ask the gentleman how many times he 
has stood on the floor of this House and insisted that the Senate 
must recede when it was the author of the new legislation, and 
whether or not he thinks there is anything in the action of the | 
Senate improper, when this legislation originates with the House | 
and we refuse to obey the rule that we have always insisted on 
their obeying? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam not criticising the Senate; I am not 
talking about the Senate. I am talking about what the gentle- 
man has said about the Senate. That is all. In days gone by I 
may have insisted that we should concur because the Senate was | 
stubborn, and in days gone by I may have insisted that we would 
not concur. I am discussing this question now, and I believe that 
the whole country, not only the labor organizations, but the com- 
munities at large, the general intelligence of the country, is anxious | 
to see and understand beyond a reasonable doubt what is the | 
relative cost of the construction. 

I believe it will be higher in the navy-yards. I have no doubt 
about it; but I believe it will save money, as my colleague [Mr. 
TaYLER of Ohio] has said. I believe if we should force the con- 
struction of one great battle ship in a navy-yard and put up the 
balance of them for the bidding of the outside yards the cost 
would go down so rapidly that we would save a large amount of 
money and get the exact test that we want to have made. [Ap- 

lause. | 
{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to my colleague 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, first, in the ten minutes allotted 
to me, I want to ask my colleague [Mr. Foss] whether, in his 
opinion, an agreement can be obtained from the Senate to accept 
the House provision touching the construction of ships as therein 
provided in Government navy-yards. 

Mr. FOSS. Do you mean the original House proposition? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. Ido not think under any possible circumstances | 
that the Senate will ever consent to it. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Does the gentleman mean to imply that the 
Senate will let the whole naval bill fail? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, I have got this time. Now, I want 
to ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] a question for in- 
formation. I listened to the remarks of the gentleman. Does 
my friend believe that another conference will secure an agree- 
ment from the Senate for the construction of a battle ship or a | 
cruiser in a Government yard? 

Mr. Be Ph of Ohio. Well, I was asked that question and 
answered it. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to be sure. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I have not changed my mind since I 
last answered the question. 

Mr. CANNON, I want to understand the gentleman, because | 
I want his reply for a basis for what I have to say. The gentle- 
man can answer the question. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I donot suppose that the Senate would | 
take offense at any expression of opinion that I might now give 
as to what it would do. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I am entitled to ask that question of the 
gentleman as a member of this House. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Iam going to answerit. I think that 
the Senate will agree to a proposition to build one armored cruiser 
or one battle ship in a navy-yard. [Applause.] I believe they 
will agree to that because it is right, and the Senate have not dis- 
cussed the question whether it is right or not. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is agreed all around, 
practically, that some time to-morrow there will be an agreement 

b ‘tween the House and the Senate to quit for this session. Yet 
Tam frank to say that, in my judgment, if such is the sense of 
1° House, there is time for another conference with the Senate, 
and an opportunity to agree touching the matters in difference 
upon this amendment. An agreement is what we want. We 
thay not agree as to what that agreement ought to be, and I am 
not here now to discuss, more than by a mere reference, the merits | 
of the proposition. 

| do not know that I have discussed it at any time. I have my 
pinion about it, but Iam here to say that in my judgment this 








is a legislativerovision. It is legislation from the beginning to 
the end, to build ships, and where and how they shall be built, 
and under what conditions. It is legislation proposed by the 
House, and if the House and Senate can not agree the bill to sup- 
port the Navy can not pass. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. -Will the gentleman permit—— 

Mr. CANNON. I will not yield just this second. I willina 
moment, but I want to finish this point. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Illinois has asked 
questions over here, and J should like to ask him a question. 

Mr. CANNON. A little later on I will yield to my genial 
friend, never more genial than he is now. [Laughter.] Let me 
state my proposition, and then I will yield to my friend in good 
faith. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is legislation on a general supply bill, 
which bill must pass or the Navy must tie up. 

Mr. SULZER. We do not have to adjourn. 

Mr. CANNON. Which bill must pass or the Navy must tie 
up on and after the 1st of July, or some other provision be 


| made to pay the men, to buy the fuel, to make the repairs, and 


so on. 

Now, I think the bill is going to pass. It could pass by the 
whole amendment to build all the ships anywhere being stricken 
out. If that amendment was disposed of, then the bill could pass 
for the support of the Navy otherwise forthe coming year. Now, 
the House proposing the legislation, if the Senate does not agree 
to it the responsibility is upon the House in defeating the bill, 


| because it is the place of the House to recede, as it was the place 


of the Senate to recede touching Charleston if the House had not 
agreed with the Senate. 

So much for the parliamentary situation. Now, one word. 
Upon the merits, we have always defended the navy-yards for two 
purposes, one to make repairs, the other to be prepared, in the event 
that private shipyards would not build for a reasonable amount, 


| to build ourselves, keeping the check upon them. 


I recollect, however, Mr. Speaker, what has been the proposi- 
tion. Under the lead of Samtel J. Randall, when we commenced 


| to construct the new Navy, we were especially anxious to build 


the ships by contract so that we could stimulate shipbuilding by 
the citizens. 

We have got the yards at Newport News, two or three at Phil- 
adelphia, one on the Delaware, on the Lakes, for everything except 
battle ships, and all around great private yards under this policy 
in which there are 20 men employed that earn their living in the 
sweat of their faces where there would be 1 man employed if we 
would build all these ships in the navy-yards. 

Still, whatever views I may entertain, I have respect for the 
views of the brethren in the House. We go by majorities. Iam 
quite content, if such be the will of the House, that this should 
go back to conference, and that the gentleman from Ohio can see 
if he can get a provision to build one battle ship or one cruiser 
assented to by the Senate. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is a point on which I would like to 


| ask the gentleman a question. 


Mr. CANNON. With great pleasure. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman believe that if the 
House of Representatives would respectfully insist that they de- 
sire, in obedience to popular demand, to have one battle ship 
built under these conditions, the Senate would defeat the passage 
of the naval appropriation bill in order to have their way about 


| that one little matter? 


Mr. CANNON. Well, now, then, does the gentleman believe 
that if the Senate would not, that the House proposes to say to 
the Senate that they would starve the Navy for twelve months 
because it could not have its way. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A resolution could be passed in this 
House in ten minutes that will save the Navy from starvation. 

Mr. CANNON. I have answered the gentleman’s question, 
and 





Mr. GROSVENOR. The resolution isalready drawn and ready 


to be offered. 

Mr. CANNON. I have yielded to the gentleman courteously. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But did not answer my question. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, nobody—not even Deity himself, if He 
would answer the question—could answer satisfactorily to the 
gentleman from Ohio. [Laughter.] Now, I am not going to 
undertake to satisfy him. I have tried for years. It can not be 
done. He was not made to be satisfied. [Laughter and applause. | 

Now. at the hour of almost 11 o’clock—hoping that the House 
will soon adjourn until 11 o’clock to-morrow—I am quite content 
that this bill should go back, on the belief of the gentleman from 
Ohio. Ido not see that it can do any hurt to let it go back and 
see if it can be accommodated; and an agreement is desirable. 
An agreement will be had, in my judgment. 

Now, then, one further word. I like the gentleman from Ohio. 

Several MemBERS. Which one? 
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Mr. CANNON. Both of them. [Laughter.] I like my col- 
league from Illinois. I have had contests with the gentleman 
from Ohio. I have had contests with my colleague from Illinois. 
And. first and last, I have had more or less contests with most 
members here. [Laughter.] We have always kept our temper. 

Once in a great while, about the closing of the session, however, 
when there is a try to tread the ground, then the senior gentle- 
man from Ohio tears a passion to tatters, you know, and issues a 
defi’’ against the world. [Laughter.] Why, if we were to go 
back in old ancient Grecian times, he would defy Jupiter himself 
flanghter and applause], and throw him out of Olympus, where 
the army failed to throw him out, away back there according to 
the old heathen myth. 

I want to say, in just one minute more, to my colleague, ‘‘ Do 
not turn pale.”’ [Laughter.] Do not shrink in height a single 


half inch from your magnificent 6 feet. [Renewed laughter. } 
The sun will rise on the morrow, and the senior member from 


Ohio will greet you on the morrow, as he will greet me, and say, 
‘* How do youdo, Foss? We hada nice time last night.”’ |[Laugh- 
ter.] I respect my friend's interest. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have said about all I want to. Iam quite 
willing to see my friend’s amendment adopted if the majority 
think so. Iam quite willing, perhapsalittle more desirous of see- 
ing my friend the junior member from Ohio have another chance, 
to see if we could have one battle ship built in the navy-yards. 

I propose, however, that we will not forget one thing—that this 
bill, when enacted, carries seventy millions and authorizes forty 
millions more. I propose that we will not forget another thing, 
that when these bills are aggregated they will carry seven hun- 
dred and fifty millions, including appropriations for Panama or 
Nicaragua Canal, and that it will amount in authorizations and 
appropriations to over a thousand millions. 

Now, then, I want the Navy. Iwantagood Navy. I want the 
American wage-earner to receive good wages, exceptionally good 
wages, which all the balance of the eighty millions contribute by 
taxation to pay; but Ido not want to further strengthen any one 
of the dozen navy-yards by makin it one to complete and build 
the ships of the world or of the Navy or of our ships like unto 
the ships of the world except as it may be necessary. So much 
for the merits. Having said that much, I thank gentlemen for 
their attention. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. 
remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio has 
nine minutes remaining, and the gentleman from Illinois five 
minutes. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I yield three minutes tothe gentleman 
from North Carolina |[Mr. WiuL1amM W. Kircuiy}. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I deny the propo- 
sition as announced by the gentlemen from Illinois [ Mr. Cannon] 
who has just taken his seat. He says in this situation it is the duty 
of the House to yield, if either body shall yield. To-day there is 
no legislation provided for the construction of these battle ships. 
This bill authorizes the building of two armored cruisers, two 
battle ships, and two gunboats. There is no law which provides 
for their construction. 

The very act that authorizes their construction at all must pro- 
vide for the manner and for the place of their construction. This 
House did provide that one-half of them should be constructed 
in the navy-yard. It goes to the Senate, and the Sénate strikes 


Mr. Speaker, how much time is there 


: 
ne 





out that provision and provides that they shall be constructed by 
contract. Who first starts the legislation? The Senate urges the 
legislation as much as the House rejects it. 

It is the duty of the Senate to recede from their amendment, in 
m1) igment, and not the duty of the House to recede. We are | 
not starting new legislation except in the fact that we authorize 

construction of the ships. The Senate consents to the con- 


struction of the ships, but strikes out our method of constructing 
them and ins theirs. 
that that body that brought about the disagreement ought to 
yield, and this House ought to stand on its rights. 

This Government has $80,000.000 invested in navy-yards, and it 
spends vast sums of money in these yards. The repair work of 
the Government yards amounts to five millions a year, and we 
have this enormous expense, this enormous investment, to turn 
out $5,000,000 worth of repair work. 

These gentlemen, Mr. Speaker, who are fresh from the people, 


Trs 


elected by the people, knowing the wants of the people, have | 


twice voted deliberately, after debate, in favor of the con- 
struction of the battle ships one-half in the Government ship- 
yards. Shall we now surrender to the Senate under this situa- 
tion? Shall we surrender to these private shipyards that have 
been encouraged to the extent of $127,000,000 until they have be- 
come giants? In the last month they have organized a concern 
of six large shipbuilding plants in the country and annexed or 
brought under control an armor-plate factory. 
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You tell us that they need further encouragement on the part 
of the Government. It can not be. Let the Government yards 
build some of these ships. As we argued years ago, it ought to 
have built an armor-plate factory, and if we had it would have 
saved the Government many million dollars and would have 
helped to keep down the appropriations which the gentleman from 
Illinvis is struggling with. We want toadopt the method that wil] 
save money to the Government in the long run. [Applause.] 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I now yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Roperts]. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois in 
his closing words gave what is to my mind one of the strongest 
arguments I have yet heard in favor of now starting in the policy 
of building some of these great battle ships in our navy-yards, 
He stated in his closing words that he might be willing to build 
a small ship, possibly a battle ship, for the purpose of getting the 
men in the navy-yards accustomed to that sort of work. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, before our committee it was in evidence on 
the part of the Chief of the Bureau of Construction that one of 
the elements of added cost in building ships in the navy-yard came 
from the very fact that the navy-yards to-day did not have men 
who are skilled and experienced in the construction of iron 
ships. And he stated that the second and third of these big ships 
built in the yard where the men had had experience would cost 
less and less until they got down to a plane with the men in pri- 
vate yards, who had the peculiar knowledge and skill gained from 
building these great ships. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, a great deal has been said here from one 
member of the committee about what the labor organizations 
wanted. My colleague on the committee stated that one of the 
representatives of organized labor stated that they did not want 
a great battle ship built in the navy-yard. I was present at this 
meeting, and I failed to hear any such statement. 

The statement was made, however, by the head of one great 
labor organization that they did not want one small vessel built 
in a navy-yard, and he gave this reason: He said such atest would 
not be a fair one, because it was more than probable that, witha 
small ship, costing not over three or four hundred thousand dol- 
lars, the contractors outside would pool together and put in a bid 
so low that the ship built in the private yard would be constructed 
at less than actual cost, simply to discredit the Government yard 
in the construction of these ships. 

Therefore he wanted, not a small gunboat, but a large warship 
constructed in one of the Government yards. He wanted a bat- 
tle ship and a cruiser and a small gunboat to be so constructed. 
I believe, Mr. Speaker, that in that way, and that way only, can 
come a fair test of the relative merits of this proposition—whether 
the large vessels can be constructed as cheaply or less expensively 
in a Government yard than in a private yard—whether also the 
Government yards may not be able to build the small boats as 
cheaply or more cheaply than the private yards. 

Mr. DAYTON rose. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I have only a moment, and I decline to yield. 

Now, the gentleman from Illinois tells us about how we have 
built up the private yards in this country. We have built them up. 
Since 1883 the Government has paid, or agreed to pay, to the private 
shipbuilders in this country $127,000,000 for war vessels. We 
have in that time authorized 136 war vessels to be constructed in 
the private yards, and they have yet in their yards vessels to the 
amount of $71,000,000. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, in my concluding words 
I want to refer to an observation of the gentleman from [linois 





[Mr. CANNON]. He said, cavalierly enough, that he did not know 
that he had any serious objection to the conferees (and he appar- 


| ently referred to me in particular) going back and endeavoring 
| to obtain an agreement with the Senate conferees on this sub- 


It seems to me common sense to say | 


ject, implying that it was the conferees that would do the work, 
that their persuasiveness would accomplish the result. Now, my 
relation to this matter must be, in the nature of things and in the 
situation in which we find ourselves, entirely impersonal. 


| The Committee on Naval Affairs of the House had lengthy and 


elaborate hearings on this subject. The House on two occasions 

has debated it, and again to-night is debating it. No question 
| that has come before the House—and this being a question of a 
| nonpolitical character is more likely to be carefully and candidly 
| considered by members—no question has been more carefully 
| considered than this. ; 

And Mr. Speaker, it is the cogency of the votes of this Hous 
that will operate to bring about an agreement with the Senate. 
The Senate has not considered these questions—the House has 
time and again considered them; and because of the conclusive 
way in which the House has expressed itself and in which I be- 
lieve it is now about to express itself the Senate will come to the 
conclusion at which we have arrived. 

[Here the hammer fell. Cries of ‘* Vote! Vote! ’’] 


’ 
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Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to take up the time of 


the House. My only purpose here this evening was simply to 
test in some way the sense of the House. I knew it had to be 
done by a motion of some character or another. We were getting 
to the very eve of adjournment, and I was anxious in some way 
to see to it that this great naval appropriation bill authorizing 
an expenditure of $79,000,000 for the maintenance of the Navy 
and for the building of new ships should not fail. 

I do not share the confidence and faith which my colleague from 
Ohio has. Ihave been in more conferences than he on this bill, 
and when the Senate conferees suggested that this bill was at the 
point where it might fail, and that we would have to bring ina 
resolution to extend the appropriations for the fiscal year, then I 


thought we had reached a serious stage in the contention between | : 
; | and ordered to be printed. 
I am very glad, however, that the motion which I have made | 
has given an opportunity to feel the pulse of this House, and that | 
f . . . . | 

I am glad also that it gave the distinguished 


the two Houses. 


is all I desired. 
gentleman from Ohio and my honored colleague from Illinois a 
chance to make a little byplay here—a very amusing byplay—for 
the entertainment and edification of us all. 

But when the gentleman says that I have attempted in times 
past to ‘‘ bulldoze this House,” I leave it to every member here to 
say who is the biggest bulldozer. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwas only quoting a remark of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], made two years ago, just 
about this time. 

Mr. FOSS. 
where in this bill is it made mandatory upon the Secretary of the 


Navy to build a ship in a navy-yard, he did not read the bill | 


aright, because it is made mandatory upon the Secretary of the 
Navy to build a shipin anavy-yard; but it is left in his discretion 
to say what shall be the character of that ship and in what yard 
it shall be built. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A toy ship. 

Mr. FOSS. <A toy ship? He has the discretion to build a bat- 
tle ship or an armored cruiser or a gunboat, and the gentleman 
from Ohio knows it, and I hoped he would have the frankness to 
Say SO, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I said exactly that, but I said I wanted 
it to be compulsory upon him to build one of the larger type. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, 1 say to the gentleman from Ohio that it 
would be infinitely more to the benefit of the Government to 
leaye the character of that ship unnamed and within the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Why, if you name a battle ship in that bill and say that the 
battle ship shall be built in the navy-yard, that is notice to the 
shipbuilders of the country that one battle ship must be built in 





Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 3 minutes) the House adjourned 


until 10 o’clock to-morrow morning. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 


| munication taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 


lows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ing a statement of the documents received and distributed by the 
Department during the year 1901—to the Committee on Printing, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13075) to amend 
section 3 of the ‘‘Act further to prevent counterfeiting or manu- 
facturing of dies, tools, or other implements used in manufactur- 


BILLS AND 


| ing,’’ etc., approved February 10, 1891, reported the same with 


And when the gentleman from Ohio said that no- | 


} 


amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2736); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted state- 
ments of the Clerk, Doorkeeper, Sergeant-at-Arms, and Post- 
master of the House, and the Superintendent of the Capitol 
Buildings and Grounds, relative to the employment, duties, and 
compensation of employees of the House, accompanied by a re- 


| port (No. 2737); which said statements and report were referred 


a navy-yard, and they might combine and put in a bid very much | 


lower on the other battle ships which the private contractors are 
to build, whereas if you leave it to the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Navy as to whether he will build a gunboat or a cruiser or 
a battle ship, then by reason of that uncertainty the Government 
will secure better prices for the construction of its ships, because 
the private shipbuilders will not know what kind of a ship the 
Secretary of the Navy will build in the navy-yard. 

But, gentlemen, I do not ¢are to press this motion any further. 
It has served its purpose, namely, to test the sentiment and pulse 
of this House, and if the gentleman has any faith or confidence 
that we will secure a battle ship or a cruiser and that it can be 
named in the bond and in the bill, and that is the sentiment of the 
House, I will go with him, as I have gone heretofore, because 
that was the provision which I had the honor to report in the 
naval appropriation bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw the amendment and move 
that the House further insist upon its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate and agree to the conference asked for by the 
weT T 


ite, 


The SPEAKER, The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Dlinois, who withdraws his amendment, that the House 
further insist upon its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Chair announced the following conferees on the part of 
the House: 

Messrs, Foss, TAYLER of Ohio, and Meyer of Louisiana. : 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
When the House adjourn, and if this be agreed to I propose to 
move to adjourn immediately, it adjourn to meet at 10 o’clock 
to-morrow morning. 

(he SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that when the House adjourn it adjourn to meet at 
10 o'clock to-morrow morning. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 
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to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
2004) to establish an assay office at Baker City, Oreg., reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
2738); which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MOODY of Oregon, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9202) 
to regulate the use of forest-reserve timber, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2739); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on Elections No. 3. re- 
ported resolution of the House (H. Res. 337) in the contested- 
election case of C. E. Wilson v. F. R. Lassiter, Fourth Congres- 
sional district of Virginia, accompanied by a report (No. 2744); 
which said resolution and report were referred to the House 


| Calendar. 


Mr. WOOTEN, from the Committee on the Library, to which 


| was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14690) providing for the 


erection of a monument _at Cowpens battle ground, Cherokee 
County, 8. C., commemorative of Gen. Daniel Morgan and those 
who participated in the battle of Cowpens on the 30th day of 
January, 1781, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2745); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Accounts, to which was re- 
ferred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 332) to pay W. L. 
Walter $336.76, as clerk of the Committee on Elections No. 3, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2746); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. ESCH, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 5028) for the relief of Francis M. Oliver, reported the sa1 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2740); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Same 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. ESCH, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 10009) to correct the military record of William Fields, 
reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 2741); 
which said bill and report were ordered to he on the table. 






















































7730 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 15331) to amend an act to 





limit the effect of the regulations of commerce between the sev- | 


eral States and with foreign countries in certain cases, approved 
August 8, 1890—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. MOON (by request): A bill (H. R. 15332) to amend 


sections 4924 and 4927 of the Revised Statutes, relating to patents— | 


to the Committee on Patents. 
Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 15333) to amend sections 4924, 


4925, 4926, and 4927 of the Revised Statutes, relating to patents— | 


to the Committee on Patents. 
3y Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 15334) to provide rules and 
regulations governing the importation of trees, plants, shrubs, 
vines, grafts, cuttings, and buds, commonly known as nursery 
and fruits into the United States, and rules and regula- 
tions for the inspection of trees, plants, shrubs, vines, grafts, 
cuttings, and buds, commonly known as nursery stock, grown 
within the United States, which become subjects of interstate 
commerce or exportation—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FLYNN (by request): A bill (H. R. 15340) to expressly 
} confer American citizenship upon the people of Porto Rico—to 
‘ the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 15343) further 
regulating the class of matter denied admission to the mail—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 59) pro- 
viding for final adjournment—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

3y Mr. DICK: A bill (H. R. 15348) to increase the efficiency of 
the militia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Militia. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A resolution (H. Res. 332) to pay 
W.L. Walter for services as clerk to Committee on Elections 
No. 3—to the Committee on Accounts. 

Also. a resolution (H. Res. 333) authorizing the Clerk of the 
House to pay session employees for the full month of July—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution (H. Res. 334) suspending the 
rule requiring conference reports to be printed in RECORD one 
day before being considered—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A resolution (H. Res. 335) relating to 
the motion to suspend the rules—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. NORTON: A resolution (H. Res. 336) to investigate 
charges of fraud in connection with outer bar at Brunswick, Ga.— 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A resolution (H. Res. 


stock, 


37) in relation to 


the contested-election case of C. E. Wilson v. F. R. Lassiter, | 


Fourth Congressional district of Virginia—to the House Calendar. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 15335) to correct the mili- 
tary record of William Allen—to the Committee on Military Af- 


it 
ailit 


By Mr. GREENE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 15336) grant- | 


ing an increase of pension to George W. Rotz—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 15337) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin Shaffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

By Mr 
lief of the estate of Sidney Markham, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. YOUNG: 
John @. Lane-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 15341) granting an increase of | 


pension to Daniel 8. Whittenhall—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15342) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel G. Purcell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 15344) for the relief of the heirs 
of Xavier Willman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 15346) granting a pension 
to Julia A. Fletcher—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JETT: A bill (H. R. 15347) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John L. Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Robert Graham and 5 other 
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. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 15338) for the re- | 


A bill (H. R. 15339) granting a pension to | 





JUNE 30, 


druggists of Brownsville, Pa., in favor of House bill 178, for the 
— of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 
| Means. 
| By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of retail druggists of Philadel- 
| phia, Pa., urging the passage of House bill 178, for reduction of 
the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of citizens of Olsburg, Kans.., in 
| favor of House bill 7475, for additional homesteads—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Papers to accompany House bill 15163 
granting a pension to James P. Roberts—to the Committee on Pen- 
s10ons. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Papers to accompany House bill grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Margaret Snyder—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROMER: Petitions of Shelby Ray, T. M. Bly, and 
other retail druggists urging the enactment of the Joy bill, pro- 
viding a reduction of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petition of F. E. Lovell and 2 others. of 
Newport, N. H., in favor of House bill 178, for the repeal of the 
tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Andrew J. Sawyer and 34 other members of 
Post No. 10, Grand Army of the Republic, Newport, N. H., fay- 
oring a bill to modify and simplify the pension laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOERDERER: Petition of 14 druggists of Philadelphia, 
Pa., favoring the passage of House bill 178, to reduce the tax on 
alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Federation of Catholic Societies of the 
Diocese of Pittsburg, Pa., favoring measures looking to a discon- 
tinuance of alleged abuses and injustice toward the Catholics in 
the Philippines—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSS: Sundry petitions of German-American citizens 
of Chicago, Ill., in relation to the Boer war, etc.—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, sundry petitions of prominent business men of Chicago. 
lll., praying for the negotiation of a reciprocal trade agreement 
with the Dominion of Canada—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolutions of citizens of 
Chatham and Harwich, Mass., and vicinity, in favor of a law to 
pension men of Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania: Papers to accompany House 
bill granting a pension to George W. Rotz—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of druggists of North Vernon, 
Franklin, and Vevay, Ind., in favor of House bill 178, for the re- 
duction of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of William Allen, for correction of his military 

| record—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of citizens of Oregon, Ver- 
| mont, New York, and Illinois, favoring the passage of bill to re- 
| quire mixed woolen goods to be marked and tagged so as to show 
| the ingredients—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of D. A. Davison and other 
druggists of Princeton, Ind., in favor of House bill 178, for the 
reduction of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. JACK: Petition of retail druggists of Kittanning, Pa., 

| favoring House bill 178, reducing the tax on alcohol—to the Com- 
| mittee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. JONES of Washington: Petition of the Tacoma Cham- 
| ber of Commerce and Board of Trade, of Tacoma, Wash., favor- 
ing the passage of the Grosvenor bill, concerning the regulation 
_of gasoline and other launches—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KEHOE: Petition of retail druggists of Carlisle and 
Bracken Counties, Ky., urging the passage of House bill 175, for 
ene of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 
| Means. 
| By Mr. W. W. KITCHIN: Petitions of Hackney Brothers. 
| R. T. Beck & Co., and Sykes Drug Company, favoring House 
| bill 178, for the reduction of the tax on alcohol—to the Com 
| mittee on Ways and Means. 
| By Mr. MERCER: Papers to accompan 
| granting an increase of pension to Louis 

mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Petition of O. E. Dunn and other 
druggists of Spencer, Ind., favoring the enactment of House bill 
Se reducing the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. MILLER: Papers to accompany House bill granting an 


House bill 15261, 
owry—to the Com 
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increase of pension to Samuel G. Purcell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wamego, Kans., in favor of House 
bill 7475, for additional homesteads—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, re- 
lating to conditions in the Philippines—to the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs. 

Also, petition of T. D. Thomas, of Lehighton, Pa., favoring 
House bill 178—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of George W. Sloan and other 
druggists in the State of Indiana, for reduction of the tax on al- 
cohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of citizens of the Sixteenth Con- 
gressional district of New York, in favor of House bill 12203—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Israelite Alliance of America. of New York 
City, approving the action taken by the House of Representatives 
as to the attitude of the Russian Government toward American 
citizens of Jewish birth attempting to enter its territory—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3y Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of E. C. Carter, of 
Churubusco, Ind.,and J. A. Schannep, of Collamer, Ind.,in favor 
of the Joy bill, reducing the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of East Buffalo Business Men’s 
Association, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring a bill to authorize the 
Mather Power Company to construct experimental span in Ni- 
agara River at Buffalo, N. Y.—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of F. M. Dunning, of Buffalo, N. Y., in favor of 
House bill 178, for the reduction of the tax on alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Petition of citizens of Warren, Tidioute, 
West Hickory, and Pittsfield, Pa., for reduction of tax on alco- 
hol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: Petition of retail druggists of Wilson 
County, Tenn., in relation to House bill 178—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of retail druggists of 
Wake Forest, N. C., asking for reduction of the tax on alcohol— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petitions of retail druggists of Dover, 
New Market, and Wolfboro, N. H., urging a reduction in the tax 
on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: Petition of F. O. Penny, H. 8S. Ritchie, 
and others, in favor of House bills 178 and 179, for the repeal of 
the tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Papers to accompany House 
bill granting a pension to Alexander T. Sullinger—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOTEN: Petition of and papers from the joint com- 
mittee of the Antitrust League, Knights of Labor, in relation to 
oe Eastern Railroad Association—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, July 1, 1902. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. F. J. PReTTyMAN, of the city of Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. HALE, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
nal will stand approved. ‘ 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 





Without objection, the Jour- | 
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A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. | 


BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

_ A bill (8. 6148) providing for the resurvey of certain townships 
in San Diego County, Cal.; and 

A bill (S. 6196) to regulate the sale of viruses, serums, toxins, 
an analogous products in the District of Columbia, to regulate 
interstate traffic in said articles, and for other purposes. 

Che message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(fH. R. 3690) for the relief of Jacob L. Hauger. 

rhe message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(If. R. 12805) requiring the Anacostia and Potomac River Rail- 


; ad Company’to extend its Eleventh street line, and for other 
urposes, 
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The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 15108) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14050) to 
amend an act to regulate the height of buildings in the District 
of Columbia, asks a conference with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
Bascock, Mr. Mupp, and Mr. Meyer of Louisiana managers at 
the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House still further in- 
sisted upon its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 91 to the bill (H. R. 14046) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for 
other purposes, agrees to the further conference asked for by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Foss, Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, and Mr. Mryer of 
Louisiana managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed, 
with an amendment, the bill (S. 6139) to provide for the organiza- 
tion of private corporations in the district of Alaska; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 14839) providing that the circuit court of appeals 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States shall hold at least 
one term of said court annually in the city of Montgomery, in 
the State of Alabama, on the first Monday in September in each 
year; and 

A bill (H. R. 15345) to promote the efficiency of the militia, 
and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had returned 
to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the bill (S. 6117) 
for the relief of George Lea Febiger. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 3896) to amend section 3362 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to tobacco; 

A bill (H. R. 3690) for the relief of Jacob L. Hauger; 

A bill (H. R. 7105) granting an increase of pension to Silas 
Stotts; 

A bill (H. R. 11573) for the relief of settlers on lands granted 
in aid of the construction of wagon roads; 

A bill (H. R. 12805) requiring the Anacostia and Potomac River 
Railroad Company to extend its Eleventh street line, and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 12977) granting an increase of pension to William 
L. Church; 

A bill (H. R. 13617) granting an increase of pension to Anne 
M. Luman; 

A bill (H. R. 14087) granting a pension to Lizzie Dunlap; and 

A bill (H. R. 15108) making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, 
and for prior years, and for other purposes. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15108) “‘ making ap- 
propriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1902, and for prior years, and for other purposes,” having 
met, after fulland free conference have agreed to recommend and do rec- 
ommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 26, 82, and 99. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 87, 88, 98, and 116, and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 34, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 81, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: _ 

For extra compensation to Dallas Jones, Edward Minor, Edward Poin- 
dexter, and Joshua W. Barkley for the period from July first, 1901, to Decem 
ber first, 1901, in connection with the reconstruction of the roof, central por- 
tion of the Capitol, to be determined by the Superintendent of the Capitol 
Building and Grounds, one thousand dollars; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 9), and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert fifteen thousand dol- 
lars; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 91, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

Surveys of Indian reservations: The Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized and directed to cause careful estimates to be made and submitted 
to Congress at the beginning of its next session for survey of the Walker 
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River Reservation in Nevada, the Uintah Reservation in Utah, and the 
Spokane Reservation in Washington; and the Senate agree to the same. 
On the amendment of the Senate numbered 9 the committee of conference 
have been unable to agree. 
EUGENE HALE, 
W. B. ALLISON, 


F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


J.G. CANNON, 
S. 8S. BARNEY, 
L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. HALE. This is only a formal report, and will go to the 
House for their assent. The subject-matter in dispute, the item 
of the Charleston Exposition, has been disposed of by the House 
agreeing to the Senate amendment; so that substantially this bill 
is now out of the way. I ask for the adoption of the report. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Has the House returned the bill with its 
action? 
Mr. HALE. The bill is here. 
The report was agreed to. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 91 to the bill (H. R. 14046) making appro- 
priations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1903, and for other purposes, and requesting a further conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
desire any further action in relation to the bill? 

Mr. HALE. Nothing except a further conference, to which 
the House has agreed. It was asked for by the Senate yesterday, 
and the papers will remain here. 

PRESERVATION OF THE BUFFALO. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of January 30, 1902, certain information 
relative to the preservation of the American bison in the United 
Statés and the Dominion of Canada; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of W. N. Harris Post, No. 
32, Department of West Virginia, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Bellville, W. Va., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
modify and simplify the pension laws of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 59, of Wheeling; 
of Local Union No. 28, of Wheeling; of Local Union No. 2, of 
New Cumberland; of Local Union No. 128, of Fairmont; of Ty- 
pographical Union No. 79, of Wheeling; of Local Union No. 364, 
of Wheeling; and of Local Union No. 203, of Fairmont, all of the 
American Federation of Labor, in the State of West Virginia, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing an educational 
test for immigrants to this country; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Parkersburg, 
W. Wa., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called G rout 
bill to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of West Vir- 
ginia, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the in- 
ternal-revenue laws relative to the tax on distilled spirits; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Sardis, 
W. Va., and a petition of Valley Union No. 13, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, of Benwood, W. Va., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to exclude Chinese laborers from the United 
States and their insular possessions; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mount 
Hope, W. Va., praying for the repeal of the anti-injunction law; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FORAKER presented a petition of the Society of Chris- 
tian Endeavor of Ruggles, Ohio, praying for the adoption of cer- 
tain amendments to the anticanteen law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KEAN (for Mr. DrypeEn) presented a petition of Lodge 
No. 367, International Association of Machinists, of Perth Am- 
boy, N. J., praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Lah« Tr. 

He also (for Mr. DrypDEN) presented petitions of sundry citi- 
zens of Hamburg, Haddon Heights, Newark, and Demarest, all 
in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors at immigrant sta- 
tions; which were ordered to lie on the table, 
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He also (for Mr. DRYDEN) presented a petition of Engineers 
and Firemen’s Local Union No. 256, American Federation of 
Labor, of Jersey City, N. J., and a petition of Tin and Sheet 
Metal Workers’ Local Union No. 111, American Federation of 
Labor, of Trenton, N. J., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to increase the salaries of letter carriers; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post Roads. 

IRRIGATION OF ARID LANDS, 


Mr. STEWART. I present a paper, being a compilation on 
the irrigation of the arid lands of the country, showing that the 
irrigation of these lands will help the East and West alike, [ 
move that the paper be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6216) to pay in part 
judgments rendered under an act of the legislative assembly of 
the Territory of Hawaii for property destroyed in suppressing the 
bubonic plague in said Territory in 1899 and 1900, and authoriz- 
ing the Territory of Hawaii to issue bonds for the payment of the 
remaining claims, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon, 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BATE (by request) introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents: 

A bill (S. 63138) to amend sections 4924 and 4927 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to patents; and 

A bill (S. 6314) to amend sections 4924, 4925, 4926, and 4927 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to patents. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 6315) for the relief of Rebecca 
Queen; Which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 6316) granting a pension to 
Jackson Lykins; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6317) for the relief of W. D. Cat- 
lett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6318) for the relief of Charles W. 
Collison, administrator of Elisha F. Collison, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 6319) to authorize the erection 
of a monument at Point Pleasant, W. Va., to commemorate the 
battle of the Revolution fought at that point between the colonial 
troops and Indians October 10, 1774; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Library, 


PENSION WORK OF THE SESSION, 
On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That 500 extra copies of Senate Document No. 442, Fifty-seventh 
Congress, first session, being a statement of generaland private bills referred 
to the Senate Committee on Pensions and action taken thereon during the 
first session of the Fifty-seventh Congress, be printed for use in the Senate 
document room. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 14839) providing that the circuit court of ap- 
peals of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States shall hold 
at least one term of said court annually in the city of Montgom- 
ery, in the State of Alabama, on the first Monday in September 
in each year, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 15345) to promote the efficiency of the militia, 
and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bill and joint resolutions: 

A bill (S. 2162) to increase the efficiency and change the name 
of the United States Marine-Hospital Service: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 113) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to furnish condemned cannon for a monument to the soldiers of 
Worcester County, Mass., who served in the war for the Union, 
to be surmounted by an equestrian statue of the late Maj. (en. 
Charles Devens, United States Volunteers; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 130) authorizing certain temporary 
repairs to the Aqueduct Bridge, District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed *o 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14244) authoriz- 
ing the President to reserve public lands and buildings in the 
island of Porto Rico for public uses, and granting other public 
lands and buildings to the government of Porto Rico, asks @ 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CRuMPACKER, Mr, CANNON, 
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and Mr. WiILu1aMs of [Illinois managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. LODGE. I call up the conference report on the Dill 
(S. 2295) temporarily to provide forthe administration of the af- 
fairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and for other 
yurposes. 

: The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. LODGE. Unless it is requested, I would ask that the 
reading of the bill, which is a very long one, and which has been 
printed in the REcoRD and is also on our tables, be dispensed 
with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks that the reading of the bill be dispensed with. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. This is the conference report, and I think it 
ought to be read. 

Mr. LODGE. Let it be read, then. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the report, 
which appears in the Senate proceedings of yesterday. 

PUBLIC LANDS IN PORTO RICO, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives, disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14244) authorizing the President 
to reserve public lands and buildings in the island of Porto Rico 
for public uses, and granting other public lands and buildings to 
the government of Porto Rico, and asking for a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. FORAKER. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and agree to 
the conference asked for by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was au- 
thorized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and 
Mr. ForAKER, Mr. WETMORE, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS IN THE DISTRICT, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives, disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14050) to amend an act to regu- 
late the height of buildings in the District of Columbia, and ask- 
ing for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and agree to 
the conference asked for by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- | 


ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
McMILLAN, Mr, GALLINGER, and Mr. MARTIN were appointed. 
GEORGE LEA FEBIGER, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the mes- 
sage of the House of Representatives returning to the Senate, in 
compliance with its request, the bill (S. 6117) for the relief of 
George Lea Febiger. 

Mr. WARREN. I move that the vote by which the bill was 
passed be reconsidered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. [now move thatthe bill be postponed indefi- 
nitely. © 

The motion was agreed to. 

CORPORATIONS IN ALASKA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 6139) to pro- 
vide for the organization of private corporations in the District 
of Alaska. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I had hoped to move a concur- 
rence in the House amendment, but upon investigation I find that 
there is opposition to disposing of it in that way, on account of 
the much new matter inserted, which has not been considered by 
the Committee on Territories; and I therefore ask that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made in 
the absence of objection. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States by Mr. B. F. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 80th ultimo approved and signed the following acts 
and joint resolution: 

An act (8. 4923) to ratify and confirm a supplemental agree- 
ent with the Creek tribe of Indians, and for other purposes; 

An act (S. 4776) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 





the Emory )River, in the State of Tennessee, by the Tennessee 
Central Raiiway or its successors; 

An act (S. 4611) to authorize the West Elizabeth and Dravos- 
burg Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge across 
the Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania; 

An act (5. 5434) to authorize the city of Little Falls, Minn., to 
construct a wagon and foot bridge across the Mississippi River 
within the limits in said city; 

An act (S. 493) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to establisha 
code of law for the District of Columbia; 

An act (S. 1949) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to ap- 
point George H. Paul a warrant machinist in the Navy; 

An act (8. 4762) to prevent any consular officer of the United 
States from accepting any appointment from any foreign state as 
administrator, guardian, or to any other office of trust, without 
first executing a bond, with security, to be approved by the Sec- 
retary of State; 

An act (S. 4792) relative to the control of dogs in the District of 
Columbia; 

An act (S. 6091) extending the time for making final proof in 
desert-land entries in Yakima County, State of Washington: 

An act (S. 3320) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide G. 
Hatch; 

An act (S. 5856) granting anincrease of pension to Elizabeth A, 
Turner; 

An act (S. 1225) granting an increase of pension to Clara W, 
McNair; 

An act (S. 5506) granting an increase of pension to‘Clayton P, 
Van Houten; 

An act (S. 5383) providing that the circuit court of appeals of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States shall hold at least 
one term f said court annually in the city of Atlanta, in the 
State of Georgia, on the first Monday in October in each year; 

An act (S. 3360) for the promotion of First Lieut. Joseph M. 
Sims, Revenue-Cutter Service; 

An act (S. 4450) confirming in the State of South Dakota title 
to a section of land heretofore granted to said State; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 118) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 
Arturo R. Calvo, of Costa Rica. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on this day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2162) to increase the efficiency and change the name 
of the United States Marine-Hospital Service; and 

An act (8. 6148) providing for the resurvey of certain town- 
ships in San Diego County, Cal. 

CIVIL GOVERNMENT IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the administration of the 
affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. I find in looking over the bill that by a clerical 
error there is a reference made to a wrong section; and it is impor- 
tant to direct the enrolling clerks to correct it. I therefore offer 
the concurrent resolution which I send to the desk, and I ask 
unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate (the House concurring therein), That the enroll- 
ing clerks in the enrollment of Senate bill 220 be directed to change the 
aere ‘‘sixty-six,”’ where it occurs in section 64 of said bill, to the word “ sixty- 
three. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I desire to say, Mr. President, that I de- 
clined to sign this report as a member of the committee of con- 
ference because I can not conscientiously vote for the measure or 
recommend its passage by the Senate. It will serve no good pur- 
pose for me to make an extended statement of opposition. I con- 
tent myself, therefore, with saying that this bill, in my judgment, 
is not less objectionable than the bill which recently passed the 
Senate. It does not fix the political status of the Filipinos; it does 
not state the ultimate purpose of the Government of the United 
States with reference to the Philippine Islands, and the provisions 
of the measure are such, in my opinion, that all of the property 
of the people of the archipelago will have been disposed of or 
mortgaged or pledged long before they will have any substantial 
share in the government of the archipelago. 

While I do not intend to make any extended remarks upon this 
measure, yet I desire to take advantage of this opportunity to 
submit a brief statement with reference to a subject germane to 
the bill. On the 17th of April I submitted a resolution, which 
was adopted by the Senate, asking the Secretary of War, among 
other things, to report the cost of the war in the Philippines, 
and we have the reply of the Secretary in Senate Document 416 
submitted on the 19th day of June. That official states in this 
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report that the total expenses from the ist day of May, 1898, down 
to and including the 30th day of April, 1902, amounted in the 
aggregate to $170,326,591.11, as follows: 





Fiscal year. | 
1898 (2 months, May and June) | 


1899... .. neues PLE looccesunsave 
IIL icshas “acts arm Leap Soverinchists hentai evanelwielasioiiiam aipegicdiba a icaeleesndillaaadi 50, 860,543.96 |............ 
190] = eiisiediaiaiees ostiiatin i sedtinentaentints ies iaiaes 55, 567, 422. 86 $12. 30 
1902 (10 months, July to April, inclusive) -......... 34, 499,022.09 478, 060. 99 





I a i Be ae ae 169, 853,512.82 473,073.29 


This report, Mr. President, excited surprise on this side of the 
Chamber at the time it was submitted, and I have made what in- 
vestigation I was able to make in the meanwhile. As near as can 
be ascertained from the official reports and making estimates for 
reports not made, the total expenses of the Army from the Ist day 
of May, 1898, to the 30th of April, 1902, exclusive of river and 
harbor improvements, amounted to $605,000,000, in round num- 
bers. The Secretary of War reports that out of this enormous 
sum of $605,000,000 only about $170,000,000 was expended in the 
Philippines. 

Mr. President. as a preliminary statement and as showing the 
looseness with which this estimate has been made by that offi- 
cial, I want to call attention to the fact that an error in mere ad- 
dition of the several items by the Commissary-General amounts 
to $1,090,000. 

It appears also that while the Commissary-General, whose re- 
port forms a part of that of the Secretary of War, reports rations 
furnished for enlisted men, 48,882 for the fiscal year July 1, 1899, 
to June 30, 1900, there were in the Philippines, according to the 
report of the Adjutant-Geheral, 50,108 men; and while the Com- 
missary-General reports rations furnished for 59,675 enlisted men 
for the year July 1, 1900, to June 30, 1901, there were, according 
to the Adjutant-General’s report, an average of 66,000 troops, en- 
listed men, in the Philippines during that time. 

The Secretary of War divides his report for this period into four 
different parts: First. for May and June, 1898, next. for the two 
fiscal years succeeding, and fourth, for the ten months from July 
1, 1901, to the 30th of April of the present year. I have not been 
able to secure the official reports of the last period, namely, the 
period from July 1, 1901, to April 30, 1902, but I call attention to 
two striking discrepancies during the two full fiscal years for 
which the report is made by the Secretary of War. He reports 
that there were expended in the Philippine Islands for the total 
expenses for our Army there for the fiscal year July 1, 1899, to 
June 30, 1900, $50.869,543.96. Thereport of the Adjutant-General 
for the same period shows that the average enlisted strength of 
the whole Army was 94,133 men, and that the average number of 
enlisted men in the Philippines was 50,108 men, or 53.2 per cent 
of the enlisted strength. 

The purely military expenses of the Army, given by Inspector- 
General Breckinridge, for this fiscal year were $117,993,539.75, 
and this percentage of enlisted strength at 53.2 per cent would 
give an expenditure of $62,772.5 


2,772,563.14, or a discrepancy, as against 
the report of the Secretary of War, of $11,903,019.18. 

The report also shows that there were expended in the Philip- 
pine Islands for the total expenditures of our Army for the fiscal 
year July 1, 1900, to June 30, 1901, $55,567 ,422.86. The report of 
the Adjutant-General, on the contrary, for the same period shows 
that the average enlisted strength of the Army was 95,463 men 
and that the average number in the Philippines of enlisted men 
was 66.000, or 69.3 per cent of the entire enlisted strength. The 
proportionate share of those expenditures at a common ratio of 
the soldiers serving in the United States should have been 
$74,684,219.14, ora discrepancy for that fiscal year of $19,116,796.28. 

So that recapitulating and correcting, as I think it ought to be, 
the report of the Secretary of War on this subject with what 
data we have in hand the statement would be as follows: 


RECAPITULATION. 
$169, 853, 512, 82 
Wa 7 ~~ 
Report of the Secretary of War ........................-.-....- Se 418,078. 29 
170, 326,591.11 
1,090, 000. 00 
11, 903,019.18 
19, 116, 796. 28 
20,000, 000. 00 





ro ic iat ieneeviice wsmnbdcndiubl 
Error for 1899-1900... ._. 
Error for 1900-1901 ___-- : 
Paid under Spanish treaty 


Total 222, 436, 406.57 

This does not include (1) pensions, (2) any error for the last ten months, as 

the figures are not accessible for comparison, (3) greater ratio of cost of sup- 

plies in the Philippines by reason of climate and 8,000 miles transit than in 

the United States, amounting to about 50 per cent, and (4) the cost of trans- 
porting the Spanish prisoners from the Philippines to Spain. 


In addition to the statement which I have presented, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I desire to present, without having it read, a statement of 











Mr. Edward Atkinson, of Boston, the distinguished statistician, 
in which he shows, or undertakes to show, that the cost of the 
war in the Philippines, instead of amounting to $170,000,000, in 
round numbers, as reported by the Secretary of War, aggregates 
the enormous sum of $325,000,000. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

[Extracts from letter of Edward Atkinson, dated Boston, June 28, 1902. 

Referring to the brief of the statement which I preparéd to submit to your 
Committee on Philippine Affairs, you will observe that the normal rate of 
the expenditures of this country established by the experience of twenty 
years antecedent io the Spanish war was $5 per head, varying slightly each 
year, the variation being mainly on pensions and not on the normal ex- 
penditures for the cost of government. This subject is treated in full on 
pages 8, 9, 10, and _ 11 in No. 6 of the Anti-Imperialist, herewith inclosed, the 
tendency having been to diminish per — rather than to increase, this 
tendency being the consequence of the falling in of pensions. 

_ In this $5 per head, the normal cost of the Government aside from pen- 
sions and interest was $2.57 cents per head, varying very little; but when we 
deduct the return of direct taxes and bounties on sugar the normal expendi 
ture was less than $2.50 for civil service, war, navy, including the construc 
tion of the “new navy,” so called, with which we entered upon the Spanish 
war, postal deficiency, Indians, rivers and harbors, public buildings, and 
everything else except pensions and interest. 

Now, I hold that a rule may be derived from these constants covering 
twenty years of normal conditions under five Administrations, Republican 
and Democratic. Such being the facts, I have computed the normal expend- 
itures of the Government since the beginning of the Spanish war at $2.50 per 
head. Dealing with the year 1901 as an example,I have then added to the 
normal expenditures of $2.50 $1.79 pensions and the interest on the public 
debt, 42 cents, showing a norma! rate for that year of $4.71, whereas the act 
ual expenditure for the year 1901 was $6.57,a difference of $1.86 per head, 
which, being assessed on the population, amounted to $144,183,239. (See page 
lof my brief.) That for a single year when Philippine expenditures were 
diminishing rather than increasing. : 

Again, following the same rule and dealing with the whole period since 
we entered upon the Spanish war, we derive a conclusion that up to June 3), 
1902, we shall have spent $660,000,000 in excess of the normal rate. 

I shall analyze the figures to June 30 as soon as we get them. I expect to 
find pensions down to $1.60 per head or less and the interest down to 35 cents 
or less; say pensions and interest $2, which being added to the normal rate 
of $2.50 will make $4.50 per head normal for 1902. Deduct $4.50 from what- 
ever the average of the whole year may be and may we not rightly attribute 
the excess to the state of warfare in the Philippine Islands and to the waste 
of money generally in that warfare for the construction of battleships which 
are probably worthless in the race of the Maxim shell and the Holland boat 
and other wastes of militarism? — rh 

You are making rather excessive appropriations in the civil department 
of Government, especially on rivers and harbors, but they do not tell for 
much in the average rate per capita. Population tends to increase faster 
than the appropriations of Congress, even though they are somewhat ex- 
travagant on rivers and harbors, etc. The only waste at the present time, 
the only excess above the normal, is due to the Philippine war. 

Now, if the figures of June 50, which will be in our hands in about a 
week, justify the figures which { submitted in my brief inclosed, you will 
find an excess of expenditure above the normal for the last five years of 
not less than $650,000,000. I think that should be divided in about even 
sums—the cost of the war with Spain and the liberation of Cuba about one 
half, the cost of Philippine warfare and excessive expenditures generated 
thereby the other half. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
with amendments the bill (S. 4139) diminishing the number of 
appraisers at the ports of Philadelphia and Boston; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 15257) to cede jurisdiction over place on which the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers is located in the 
State of Ohio; and 

A bill (H. R. 15258) authorizing Anton Brueken to construct 
locks and dams in Pond River, in the State of Kentucky, and to 
give the consent of Congress thereto. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the*Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 5956) to provide for the allotment of the lands of the 
Cherokee Nation and for the disposition of town sites therein, 
and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 6148) providing for the resurvey of certain townships 
in San Diego County, Cal. 

APPRAISERS AT PHILADELPHIA AND BOSTON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4139) to di- 
minish the number of appraisers at the ports of Philadelphia and 
Boston. — 

The amendments were, on page 1, line 8, to strike out * five | 
and insert ‘* four; ” and to amend the title so as to read: “A Dill 
to diminish the number of appraisers at the ports of Philadel- 
phia and Boston, and for other purposes.’ 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SOLDIERS’ HOME AT DAYTON, OHIO. 


Mr. PATTERSON obtained the floor. ; 
Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me 
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a moment, until I may ask that the bill in reference to the Dayton 
Soldiers’ Home, which has just come from the House, may be laid 
before the Senate and acted upon? 

Mr. PATTERSON. How long will it take? 

Mr. FORAKER. It will take buta moment. It is only a few 
lines long. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WELLINGTON in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
bill which has just come from the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the bill indicated by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. I wish to ask for its consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read to the Sen- 
ate for its information. 

The bill (H. R. 15257) to cede jurisdiction over place on which 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers is located to 
the State of Ohio was read the first time by its title and the sec- 
ond time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the jurisdiction over the place purchased by the 
United States from the State of Ohio for the location of the ** National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers,”’ ceded to the United States by act of the 
seventy-fifth general assembly of the State of Ohio, passed May 6, 1902, is 
hereby ceded to the State of Ohio and relinquished by the United States, and 
the United States shall claim or exercise no jurisdiction over said place 
after the passage of this act: Provided, That nothing contained in this act 
shall be construed to impair the powers and rights heretofore conferred 
upon the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers in and over said territory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. FORAKER. For the information of the Senate I can state 
in a word the purpose of the bill. The legislature of Ohio by an 
inadvertence ceded back to the United States in May last juris- 
diction over the Soldiers’ Home at Dayton, Ohio. The purpose 
of the act passed by the legislature of Ohio was to cede to the 
United States jurisdiction over certain property in Ohio acquired 
by the United States for post-offices, custom-house, and other 
general Federal purposes. But, as I say, by inadvertence the 
cession was made general and applied to the Soldiers’ Home, the 
result of which would be to disfranchise some four or five thou- 
sand inmates of that establishment. The House has passed a bill 
simply ceding back to the State of Ohio the jurisdiction that it 
originally had. I hope there will be no objection to the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON, There is no objection. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam obliged to the Senator from Colorado, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bill and joint resolutions: 

A bill (S. 6232) for the relief of I. I. Barber; 

A joint resolution (8S. R. 120) providing for the removal of 
shoals in North River, New York Harbor; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 123) for the relief of Naval Cadet 
William Victor Tombs, United States Navy. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate numbered 91 to 
the bill (H. R. 14046) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R, 12702) to provide for the erection of a quartermaster’s 
warehouse at Omaha, Nebr.; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate to correct an error in the en- 
rollment of the bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the ad- 
ministration of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (S. 2162) to increase the efficiency and 
change the name of the United States Marine-Hospital Service; 
and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
: 'n the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14046) making appropria- 
lons for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, fous, and for 
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other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
me Senate numbered 91, and agreed to the same with an amendment, as 
ollows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

That for the purpose of further increasing the naval establishment of the 
U. 8., the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by contract 
two first-class battleships carrying the heaviest armor and most powerful 
ordnance for vessels of their class upon a trial displacement of not more 
than sixteen thousand tons, and to have the highest practicable speed and 
great radius of action, and to cost, exclusive of armor and armament, not ex- 
ceeding $4,212,000 each; two first-class armored cruisers of not more than 
14.500 tons trial displacement, carrying the heaviest armor and most powerful 
armament for vessels of their class, and to have the highest practicable 
speed and great radius of action, and to cost,exclusive of armor and arma- 
ment, not exceeding $4,659,000 each; two gunboats of about one thousand tons 
trial displacement, to cost, when built, exclusive of armament, not exceeding 
$382,000 each, and the contract for the construction of each of said vessels 
shall be awarded, by the Secretary of the Navy, to the lowest best responsi- 
ble bidder, having in view the best results and most expeditious delivery; 
and in the construction of all of said vessels the provisions of the act of Au- 
gust third, 1886, entitled ‘‘An act to increase the naval establishment,”’ as to 
materials for said vessels, their engines, boilers, and machinery, the con- 
tracts under which they are built, the notice of any proposals for the same, 
the plans, drawings, specifications therefor, and the method of executing 
said contract shall be observed and followed, and, subject to the provisions 
of this act, all said vessels shall be built in compliance with the terms of said 
act, and in all their parts shall be of domestic machinery; and the steel mate- 
rial shall be of domestic manufacture, and of the quality and characteristics 
best adapted to the various purposes for which it may be used, in accord- 
ance with specifications approved by the Secretary of the Navy: and not 
more than two of the six battleships armored cruisers, and gunboats pro- 
vided for in this act shall be built by one contracting party: 

One battleship or one armored cruiser herein provided for shall he built 
on or near the coast of the Pacific Ocean or the waters connecting there- 
with, but if it shall appear to the satisfaction of the President from tha 
bidding for such contracts that said vessel cannot be constructed on or near 
the coast of the Pacific Ocean at a cost not exceeding four per centum above 
the lowest accepted bid for the corresponding vessel provided for in thit 
act, he shall authorize the construction of said vessel elsewhere in the U.S., 
subject to the limitations as to cost hereinbefore provided: Provided, Tha¢ 
the Secretary of the Navy shall build one of the Hattleships authorized by 
this act in such navyyard as he may designate: Provided further, That the 
Secretary of the Navy shall build all the vesseis herein authorized in such 
navy yards as he may designate, should it reasonably appear that the per- 
sons, firms or corporations or the agents thereof, bidding for the construc- 
tion of any of said vessels, have entered into any combination, agreement, 
or understanding, the effect, object or purpose of which is to deprive the 
government of fair, open, and unrestricted competition in letting contracts 
for the construction of any of said vessels. 

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby instructed to keep an accurate ac- 
count of the cost of inspection and construction of vessels provided for in 
this act, whether built in Govmt. yards or by contract and report thereon to 
Congress at each session, the progress of work and cost thereof, including the 
inspection of all the material going into the construction of said vessels, and 
upon the completion thereof, to report a full and detailed statement, show- 
ing the relative cost of inspection and construction in Govmt. yards and by 
contract. 

And for the purpose of prepesing and equipping such navy yard or navy- 
yards as may be so designated for the construction of any such vessels, the 
sum of one hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, is hereby appropriated for each of the navy-yards in which 
the Secretary of the Navy may direct any such vessels to be built; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

EUGENE HALE, 

GEORGE C. PERKINS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
GEORGE EDMUND FOSS, 

R. W. TAYLER, 


ADOLPH MEYER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 

CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 

The Senate resumed consideration of the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2295) Temporarily 
to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil government 
in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I have not had much time 
to examine what may be called the compromise bill—the bill that 
the Senate committee of conference has reported to this body con- 
taining the agreements reached by the conferees of both Houses— 
but I have examined it enough to be quite convinced that from 
every standpoint, wherever the bill as it passed the Senate has 
been changed, it has been made worse rather than better. 

The bill may be justly denominated ‘‘a bill to administer upon 
all of the property and assets of the Philippine Islands before the 
inhabitants of those islands can have any opportunity to take 
action or have voice in the administration.’’ There is a clause 
in the bill as reported which holds out the shadow of a hope to 
some sort of a legislative body in the far distant future in which 
the Filipino people, through representatives, may participate in 
legislation. But I think I will be abie to show that it is simply 
the shadow of a hope; that there is no certainty of any kind, so 
far as the bill is concerned, that in this generation or in the next 
the people of the Philippine Islands will have any voice in legis- 
lation relating to their country. 

When the bill is reviewed as a whole, it completely sustains, in 
my opinion, the charge that was made by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee in the early part of the Philippine controversy, that it is a 
bill to provide for and to make easy the exploitation of the Phil- 
ippine Islands by American capital and American capitalists. 
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I will first call attention to the provisions for a legislature, as 
everything else may be said to revolve around that, for if there is 
no reasonable hope that there will be a Filipino legislature we 
inay justly conclude that it is intended that the United States 
will govern 10,000,000 people for an indefinite period, extending 
far into the future, without permitting them voice in what shall 
be done about them or with them or about their property. 

The measure provides, first, that there shall be a census taken 
after peace has been completely restored and the President issues 
a proclamation to that effect, and then it provides that two years 
thereafter—that is, after the taking and publication of the cen- 
sus—in case a condition of complete peace, and in addition to 
that there is a recognition of the authority of the United States 
which shall have continued uninterruptedly for a period of two 
years, then that fact having been certified to the President and 
the President being satisfied that the statements in the certificate 
are true, he shall direct the commission to call an election for a 
popular assembly. 

i think it may be conceded that it will require at least three or 
four years to take and publish acensus. How many years it will 
be before the President will proclaim that there is perfect peace 
throughout the islands no member of this body can tell, but when- 
ever that proclamation may be made, whether in one or two or 
five years, then and not until then a census is to be taken. The 
taking of the census and its publication. if we may judge by cen- 
sus experiences in the United States, will take not less than four 
or five years. Then if for two years after this period there have 

- been perfect peace and absolute recognition of the authority of 
the United States by the people of the Philippine Islands and the 
President is satisfied that such is the case, upon certification of 
these things to him by the governor of the Philippine Islands, he 
shall call an election for a general assembly. When that will be 
no one can tell. 

The general assembly is to consist of two bodies, one the popu- 
lar body and the other the Philippine Commission. The Philip- 
pine Commission is the creature of the Executive of the United 
States. The Philippine Commission has an absolute veto upon 
every act that the popular assembly maytake. In the first place, 
the lands will have been disposed of. The franchise will have 
been taken up. The cities and the municipalities will have been 
covered by the bonded indebtedness this bill provides for. In 
addition to that the Philippine Commission will have enacted all 
the laws it sees fit to make before a popular assembly of the Phil- 
ippine Islands shall have anything whatever to do with legislation. 

So whenever a so-called legislature may come, the popular as- 
sembly can undo nothing that has theretofore been done by the 
lawmaking power known as the Philippine Commission, because 
the Commission stands with the veto power upon everything it 
may do. This is simply a promise of a possibility, intended, it 
seems to me, to create the impression in the minds of the Amer- 
ican people that there is to be something more in the Philippine 
Islands than government by an oligarchy. 

I do not blame the conferees representing the Senate and House 
for throwing all the impediments they could possibly think of in 
the way of a popular assembly in the Philippine Islands, be- 
cause you might as well stand with a lighted torch in a powder 
magazine as to have a popular assemblage in a subjugated coun- 
try populated by seven or eight or ten millions of subjugated 
pec yple. 

The right to meet in a popular assemblage means the right to 
discuss measures and principles. It means the right to talk 
about the fundamental principle of a free government, to extol 
tle principles of the Declaration of Independence, to speak of the 
rights of man in the connection of government, and we know 
that at the present time in the Philippine Islands efforts of that 
kind are met with the sedition laws, and a man who dares to speak 
of freedom and the right of a people to independence would soon 
be confronted with the sheriff and lodged in one of the bastiles of 
the islands. So it was quite well enough that these impediments 
were thrown in the way of everything that seemed like a popu- 
lar assemblage, because those who had to do with the making of 
the bill knew full well that with free speech in the islands there 
would be turbulence, there would be the necessity for a larger 
armimy. and once again bloodshed would probably exist all over 
the islands. So there is to be no popular government there. It 
is a government with the President of the United States as the 
source, administered by his appointees, controlled only by the 
will of the Executive and the members of the Commission, with- 
out any limit whatsoever upon the extent to which they may go. 

I imagine, Mr. President, that I hear the advocates of this meas- 
ure suggesting that they have incorporated in this bill what they 
call a bill of rights; but accompanying that is the prohibition of 
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States in any case in 
which personal rights, personal privileges, or personal liberty are 
involved. In both the House and the Senate bill, as I recall, there 

was some liberality in the matter of appeals to the Supreme Court 
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of the United States, but upon reflection and consultation the 
conferees have cut out every provision granting an appeal from 
a decision of the supreme court of the Philippine Islands to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, except in the matter of 
money, of goods, or of real estate. If $25,000 is involved, whether 
in money or personal property or real estate, then an appeal may 
be taken from the decision of the supreme court of the Philip- 
pine Islands to the Supreme Court of the United States; but if 
the case involves even the construction of the Constitution of the 
United States; if the suit in the Philippine Islands involves the 
lives and the liberty of no matter how many of those people, it is 
an utter impossibility, under this measure, to secure an appeal to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, that those grave ques- 
tions may be adjudicated by the highest court of the land. 

So who have we to administer the laws? A body appointed by 
the President. the Philippine Commission. The Philippine Com- 
mission appoints the judges of the courts of first instance. The 
President is to appoint the judges of the supreme court of the 
Philippine Islands. There you have the making of the laws and 
the administration of the laws wholly within the power of these 
officials whom I have mentioned. There is no opportunity to 
bring any question, however grave or serious, which affects the 
people of the Philippine Islands to the Supreme Court of the 
United States. If that is not the government of, an oligarchy 
and by an oligarchy, I do not know what an oligarchical form of 
government is. 

Mr. President, I will next call the attention of the Senate to the 
provisions of the bill as reported with reference to the lands of 
the Philippine Islands. As that bill passed the Senate it was 
much better in its provisions than it was when it was reported 
from the committee. The committee bill provided for the 
granting to corporations of land to the amount of 5.000 acres or 
its equivalent in hectares. Before the bill was voted upon in the 
Senate the chairman of the committee voluntarily withdrew that 
section. The House billas it passed the House had in it this 5,000- 
acre provision. I have no doubt that the Senate conferees strug- 
gled to exclude that provision from the bill altogether, but cor- 
porate influences were powerful enough over one of the bodies 
represented in that conference to succeed in retaining in the bill 
the provision that, in round numbers, 2,500 acres may be granted 
to corporations. 

Mr. President, under this measure a single individual can re- 
ceive not more than 40 acres of landin roundnumbers. A corpo- 
ration or an association of three or more persons can secure 2,500 
acres in round numbers. I should like a member of the confer- 
ence committee to explain why it is that this immense bonus is 
offered to those who desire to deal in land in the Pilippine Islands 
to deal in them only as corporations and not as individuals. The 
bill says to an individual, ‘‘ If you buy or take up land in your 
own right, you can get 40 acres; but if you will incorporate your- 
self with two others, if you will buy lands as a corporation and 
not as an individual, then you can purchase 2,500 acres.”’ 

Mr. President, it is holding out to the individual who wishes to 
deal in lands in the Philippine Islands twenty to one if he will 
undertake to deal as a member of a corporation. As an individual 
he can take only 40 acres; as a member of a corporation, if it con- 
tains but three stockholders or three organizers, he may have 2,500 
acres of land. There is a reason for this, I take it, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

It has been very conclusively demonstrated by the testimony 
taken before the Philippine Commission that the American can 
not live any length of time in the Philippine Islands. Two years 
is about the limit, as testified to by the high generals in the Amer- 
ican Army who spent so much time there. Therefore it is not 
possible for an American who buys 40 acres of land or a greater 
amount to cultivate and live on it. If he buys it, he must buy 
it to have it cultivated by an agent. It would not pay the Amer- 
ican to buy 40 acres of land and leave behind him a salaried over- 
seer to work the land. So Congress holds out this inducement 
for absentee landlordism: ‘‘ Organize yourselves into a corpora- 
tion and you may purchase 2,500 acres of land—a body sufficiently 
large to enable you to employ your overseer. You may remain in 
the United States and let your overseer deal with the natives and 
use them in the cultivation of your land.”’ 

I wish to call attention to a further fact. 
attempt on the part of the conferees to limit to 2,500 acres the 
amount of land that a corporation might take. Whether inten- 
tionally or otherwise I conceive that the bill shows a lamentable 
failure in that effort. Section 75, Mr. President, was evidently 
intended as a limitation upon the quantity of lands to be taken 
up by a corporation. But before I read section 75 I wish to call 
attention to the clause which permits a corporation to take up 
2,500 acres. That is section 15: 


There was a seeming 


That the government of the Philippine Islands is hereby authorized and 
empowered, on such terms as it may prescribe, by general legislation, to 
provide for the granting or sale and conveyance to actual occupants an¢ 
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settlers and other citizens of said islands such parts and portions of the public 

domain, other than timber and mineral lands, of the United States in said 

islands as it may deem wise, not exceeding 16 hectares to any one person— 
In round numbers that is 40 acres— 


and for the sale and conveyance of not more than 1,024 hectares to any 
corporation or association of persons. 


That, in round numbers, is 2,500 acres. 

So, Mr. President, we have the authority given in section 15 to 
the Philippine Commission to provide for the sale and conveyance 
to any corporation of Philippine lands to the amount, in round 
numbers, of 2,500 acres, while to the individual only 40 acres may 
be sold. 

Mr. DIETRICH. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor from Colorado a question. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. DIETRICH. I read in the private diary kept by Agui- 
naldo’s private secretary while they were journeying through the 
island of Luzon that Aguinaldo made the statement that in case 
they were successful he, Aguinaldo, and his officers and members 
of his cabinet would each take 18,500 acres. I should like to ask 
the Senator which of the two propositions would be the worst for 
the people—to have Aguinaldo and his followers take 13,500 acres 
each or to have 2,500 acres sold to each corporation. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Before I get through I will demonstrate, 
I think, that the provisions of this bill will enable one or more 
persons easily to secure a much greater amount than 13,000 or 
15,000 acres of land. But in addition to that, I might say to the 
Senator from Nebraska that if he is to adopt the standard set up 
by Aguinaldo and the members of the former Philippine govern- 
ment as a guide to the conduct of the United States, then he had 
better go to Aguinaldo for other examples and other illustrations 
and other standards by which to guide Republican conduct. If 
Republicans will take the proclamations and the private and pub- 
lic writings of Aguinaldo as we have had them before the com- 
mittee, they will have a standard of excellence to follow which 
will vastly improve the legislative work they are attempting at 
this time to adopt. 

I have shown the Senate that under section 15, 2,500 acres of 
land may be sold to any corporation, and the limitation is sup- 
posed to be in section 75. I will now read what that is: 

And it shall be unlawful for any member of a corporation engaged in agri- 
culture or mining, and for any corporation organized for any purpose ex- 
cept irrigation, to be inany wise interested in any other corporation engaged 
in agriculture or in mining. 

This is practically an express provision that a corporation or- 
ganized for irrigation purposes may be interested in as many cor- 
porations organized for agriculture as it sees fit; that a corpora- 
tion organized for irrigation may grasp and hold as much landas 
it may see fit to take, and as much land as it may be able to buy, 
and the individuals who comprise such a corporation may be the 
instrumentalities for any number of corporations for the acqui- 
sition of lands in quantities of 2,500 acres, and may become the 
owner of every one of the tracts thus secured by other corpora- 
tions. 

Another strange change in the provisions of the bill is the one 
that relates to the friars’ lands. Both the Senate and House bills 
provided for the acquisition of the friars’ lands by appraisement 
and condemnation er purchase. In the Senate bill as introduced 
and as it passed it was provided that the friars’ lands should not 
be sold by the government of the Philippine Islands at a less price 
than the appraised value. In other words, if the lands were pur- 
chased from the friars, the purchase being made at the appraised 
value, they should be resold at not less than the appraised value. 
In the bill as it comes from the hands of the conferees there is no 
limitation whatever upon the price for which those friars’ lands 
may be resold. They may be appraised for sale to the United 
States at any price from $10 to $100 per acre or more or less, and 
they may be resold for a dollar an acre or any less or greater sum. 

There is this freak of protection provided, Mr. President: The 
bill provides that the rules and regulations that shall be adopted 

by the Philippine Commission shall not be lawful until they first 
receive the approval of the President of the United States, and, 
in addition, they must be submitted to the next succeeding Con- 
gress; and in event of Congress failing to repeal or amend the 
law, they shall then stand as the law of the land. 

Mr. President, how illusory is that proposition! It is not that 
the rules adopted by the Philippine Commission shall not be law 
until they shall be approved by the Congress of the United States, 
but that they shall be law unless disapproved by the Congress of 
the United States. If it required approval by Congress, then it 
would be necessary for both the Senate and House and President 
to approve it. But under the law, as it is proposed in this meas- 
ure, the approval either of the Senate or the House or the Presi- 
dent, though the other two may disapprove, makes whatever the 
Philippine Commission may do in the disposition of the public 
lands the law. 

I can very readily understand how utterly impossible it will be 


with either a friendly House or Senate or President to defeat any 
legislation that the Philippine Commission may enact. We can 
well understand how a hostile committee, either in the Senate or 
in the House, may prevent legislation in either the one or the other 
of the bodies. So we may take it as an accomplished fact that 
whatever the Philippine Commission may do with reference to 
the lands it will stand as the law of the land if the act meets the 
approval of the powers and influences controlling the administra- 
tion in dealing with those islands and their people. 

With reference to the bonds and franchises as provided for in 
the bill, first the franchises are to be given out under rules and 
regulations prescribed by the Philippine Commission, which shall 
be the law unless they are disapproved by Congress. It provides 
that there shall be $4,000,000 of bonds issued by the city of Ma- 
nila and that these bonds shall be gold bonds, payable in the gold 
coin of the United States, bearing interest at 44 per cent in gold, 
redeemable in not less than five nor more than thirty years from 
the date of their issuance. In addition to that, it provides that 
these bonds shall not be taxed by any authority either in the 
Philippine Islands or the United States. The citizen of Massa- 
chusetts may invest his fortune in 44 per cent bonds issued for 
public works in the city of Manila, and his investment stands 
without taxation either in the State of Massachusetts, in his own 
city, or in the United States, or in the Philippine Islands. 

These bonds are practically guaranteed by the Government of 
the United States. Bonds of this character issued by the United 
States bearing 2 per cent interest sell ata premium. What was 
it that induced the conference to provide that bonds practically 
as good as United States bonds, and as free from taxation of every 
kind and character, should draw interest at the rate of 44 per cent in 
gold, doubling the interest burden that is placed upon the citizens 
of the city of Manila, as compared with the interest burden 
placed upon the people of the United States by our Government 
issues? 

The municipal bonds that may be issued under the provisions 
of this bill by a municipality, for the construction of any work of 
public service, under authority of the Philippine Commission, are 
to be payable in the gold coin of the United States, with interest 
payable in gold, are to draw interest at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum, and these bonds are to be as free from taxation in the 
Philippine Islands and in the United States, whether national, 
State, or municipal, as are the bonds issued by the United States 
Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Lowa? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. These municipal bonds are not free from mu- 
nicipal taxes in the States or municipalities of the United States. 
They are exempt, it is true, from United States taxation, but not 
from municipal or State taxation; and that is true also of the 
Manila bonds. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Isthe difference made between these bonds 
and the bonds for the friars’ lands? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; the friars’ lands are the only lands 
that are to be so sold under the bill. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Of course I accept the statement of the 
Senator from Iowa. I read the section that provided for the is- 
suance of bonds for the purchase of the friars’ lands, and I sup- 
posed, since there was but half of 1 per cent difference in the 
interest that was to be paid on them and the municipal bonds, 
that the same exemptions extended to all municipal bonds. I 
hope, unless the Senator from Iowa is absolutely certain about 
his statement, that he will examine the sections of the proposed 
law, for I can not see 

Mr. ALLISON. I will read it, if the Senator will allow me. 

Mr. LODGE. There is no doubt whatever about it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly; that settles it. Then I can not 
conceive why the bonds that are issued in payment of the friars’ 
lands should bear interest at 44 per cent in gold and be exempt 
from every form of taxation in the United States and in the Phil- 
ippine Islands, while bonds issued by minor municipalities bear 
only 5 per cent interest and are not exempt from taxation, State 
or municipal, within the limits of the United States. That is one 
of the singular features of this measure which discloses to my 
mind either that the financial logician was not sitting with the 
committee while they were at work or that some member of the 
committee succeeded in imposing an unnecessary burden upon 
the people of the archipelago. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, the object, in the 
first place, was to make the bond of the friars’ land, which I think 
everybody is agreed it is desirable to dispose of, an attractive 
bond. There was no desire on the part of the committee to en- 
courage municipal indebtedness. They took away the exemption 
from taxation from municipal bonds, and they also provided, as 
the Senator will notice, that all those municipal loans should have 

















































































the approval of Congress, the object being to keep the municipal 
indebtedness within the narrowest possible limits. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Why it was desired to make the bonds for 
the friars’ lands so highly favored I do not understand, unless 
they are to be put upon the market with a quasi-indorsement by 
the United States, making this Government their guarantor. If 
that is the situation, Mr. President, then I submit that 2 or 24 
per cent gold interest was ample remuneration to the purchaser 
of those bonds for the money that he had advanced for them, and 
that there is no reasonable excuse in this day and generation, with 
the abundance of money in the markets seeking just such invest- 
ment, to have burdened the people of the Philippine Islands with 
gold interest upon gold bonds, provided for by an act of Con- 
gress, at the rate of 44 per cent. 

The effect of this land legislation must inevitably mean this, 
Mr. President: The great bulk of the Philippine lands will pass 
into the ownership of absentee owners. The great bulk will pass 
into the hands of corporations whose members reside in the United 
States and who will be represented in the islands by their agent 
or overseer: and within a few years under such a system we will 
have the absentee landlord system of Ireland in the Philippine 
Islands. only intensified time and time again. We will have the 
earnings of the lands sent abroad. The great bulk of the lands 
passing into the possession and ownership of corporations will be 
held by foreigners and nonresidents, and the natives of the Philip- 
pine Islands will necessarily become the peons of the landowners, 
with no hope in the future and with no prospect for the better- 
ment of their condition. 

Mr. President, that I suppose is what colonies are for. I sup- 
pose it is for that purpose England sends her fleet and has been 
sending her fleet the world over to subjugate half-civilized and 
powerless people. In India Great Britain, as will be the case in 
the Philippines, has no legislature. A country can not afford to 
permit a legislature in a subjugated country with 10,000,000 of 
subjugated people. In Australia and in Canada and other coun- 
tries whose territory was virgin when England became the owner 
and which were populated by those who left Great Britain to 
settle there, it is safe to have legislatures; but no government 
dare to trust millions of subjugated people with a legislature, 
because a legislature representing such a people means constant 
agitation, constant complaints, the giving to the world notice of 
their grievances, and appeals to their people to rise if need be for 
the purpose of asserting and securing the rights that belong to 
freemen. 

I have shown you, Mr. President, that so far as the courts are 
concerned there can be no redress. Whatever violations of this 
so-called bill of rights may occur, however the rights of freemen 
may be disregarded, they must be passed upon by courts the 
creature of the Executive, the judges subject to instant removal 
by the appointing power if, in their decisions, they shall interfere 
with the schemes of the master minds who have taken under 
their control the future of this Filipino people. 

Therefore, Mr. President, so far as this measure is concerned, 
it is bad in all its features. I commend the Senate conferees for 
not yielding to the House the provision in the bill of the House 
to establish the gold standard in the islands. Iam grateful that 
they, by their action, have shown that somewhere under the 
burning sun there is some virtue in the policy of the free coinage 
of silver. The Senate, under the leadership of the majority of 
the Philippine Committee, passed a bill for the free coinage of 
silver in the Philippine Islands. They recognized that to estab- 
lish the gold standard there would precipitate ills that would vie 
in their intensity with the ills to which the people of the Philip- 
pines were lately subjected, and under which they are yet suffer- 
ing. To the Senator or Senators who were instrumental in ward- 
ing off from the people of the Philippine Islands the calamity of 
the gold standard under conditions as they exist in the Philippine 
Islands the thanks of the united Filipino people and American 
people are due. 










When the Senate conferees could not secure the free coinage | 


of silver, they wisely and humanely insisted that the provisions 
establishing the gold standard found in the House bill should be 
rejected. The provisions originally found in both bills upon the 


subject of coinage are omitted, the conferees’ bill providing | 


simply for the coinage of minor coins, and very properly leaving 
the coinage of the islands to continue as it is to-day. 


of silver that circulates in the Philippine Islands is coined in 
other countries under free-coinage laws. Therefore, Mr. Presi- 
dent. both the Senate and House have practically left the free 
coinage of silver in the Philippine Islands. Since they were un- 
willing to give the stamp of approval in words to the free coin- 
age of silver in the bill, I thank them for giving their approval 
to it in spirit. It is the one feature of this bill that I can ap- 
prove with genuine sincerity. 

Mr. President, to my mind this bill in its enormity is only 
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exceeded by the enormities connected with the subjugation of those 
people. The idea, when a country was in honor bound to take a 
people by the hand and lead them to independence, of adminis- 
tering upon all of their estate, of taking oan by force, govern- 
ing them by an army, placing upon the statute books of the 
islands laws that the courts of this land would repudiate as 
quickly as they could be brought before them, suppressing the 
freedom of speech and of the press, and, in addition to those 
enormities, taking the patrimony of those people and disposing of 
it, their lands, their franchises, and all of the other property 
connected with the islands, is to my mind an enormity, as T 
said before, that has only been exceeded by the enormity of their 
subjugation. 

Mr. President, I have no desire to occupy the floor long enough 
to interfere with the plans for the final adjournment of Congress, 
For that reason I will not longer discuss the features of the bill. 
There are one or two other matters to which I think I should re- 
fer before I take my seat. 

We have had during this session what is called an investiga- 
tion—an investigation that was nothing, and has been from the 
beginning to the end nothing but a travesty—an investigation 
that was commenced with some degree of liberality upon the part 


| of the majority of the committee, but that, as the disclosures 


progressed, narrowed and narrowed and narrowed until practi- 





Without a | 
mint, it is practically the free coinage of silver, for every piece | 


‘ally it was forced to an end. 

Mr. President, the investigation to which I refer practically 
commenced by a resolution offered by the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] on the 13th day of January, and I want 
to read that resolution to the Senate for the purpose of showing 
the scope that was in the mind of the senior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. The resolution reads: 

Resolved, That a committee of seven Senators be appointed by the Chair, 
who shall examine and report into the conduct of the war in the Philippine 
Islands, the administration of the government there, and the condition and 
character of the inhabitants. Said committee shall have power to send for 
eee and papers, to administer oaths, and to sit during the sessions of the 
penate, 

Upon that resolution the senior Senator from Massachusetts 
made some remarks, and he expressed in a very effective way the 
general scope that he intended the investigation should take, and 
that scope embraced an investigation of the conditions, the hopes, 
the feelings, and the desires of the people of the Philippine Islands, 
the conduct of the government, and various other matters of 
national importance which have been subjects of controversy in 
the United States since the treaty was made with Spain at Paris. 

The committee which the Senator from Massachusetts asked 
for was not granted, but the investigation was turned over tothe 
Committee on the Philippines; and I put it to the Senate that the 
scope, as contemplated by the senior Senator from Massachusetts, 
has been entirely ignored, and the investigation has been confined 
within very, very narrow and unsatisfactory lines. 

The witnesses before the committee consisted in the main of 
the generals in the Army. To their examination, as a matter of 
course, all the members of the committee consented; and, speak- 
ing for the minority, I know that we desired to have the views of 
such men as MacArthur, Hughes, Otis, and also of Governor 
Taft, but it will be readily understood that the testimony given 
by gentlemen who are in the service of the Government, largely 
and almost necessarily attached to the fortunes of the Adminis- 
tration, would not give to the people of the country that wide 
and unbiased view of conditions in the Philippines which the peo- 
ple were entitled to have. 

Then followed the examination of some witnesses about cruel- 
ties in the Philippines; and, Mr. President, it was on the disclosures 
made by those witnesses that the disinclination of the majority 
of the committee to continue the investigation was manifested. 
I think that every member of the committee will bear me out 
that for the last six weeks or two months the investigation has 
dragged along with snail’s pace. Recesses were taken for a week 
at a time, for two weeks at a time, while witnesses were right her 
in Washington. Asthechairman of the committee stated the other 
day, there is yet in the committee room a list of witnesses as long 
as your arm that the minority desired subpoenaed. : 
| In addition to that, we were forbidden to bring a single wit- 
ness from the Philippines; we were necessarily restricted to those 
who are at the present time in association with the Administra- 
tion, and to those who have returned and left the service, who 
might volunteer to tell the committee what they knew. _Itis only 
necessary to make these statements to demonstrate to the Senate 
| and to the country that the investigation, having in mind its 
original scope as intended by those who first urged it and by the 
Senate when the authority for it was given, has been, as I sug- 
gested before, nothing less than a travesty. As soon as matters 
were disclosed which tended to hurt the Administration, just 5° 
soon the reins were drawn tight, until, immediately following 
the passage of the bill, in the face of the public assurance of the 
chairman of the committee-that the investigation should continue 
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notwithstanding the ge of the bill, the investigation practi- 
cally ended. Two witnesses who happened to be in the city and 
Admiral Dewey, have been the only witnesses examined since the 
passage of the Philippine bill. 

Mr. President, I want to call attention to the last disclosure 
made in that investigation, the disclosure made by Admiral Dewey, 
and I will ask the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], who I see 
is about leaving the Chamber, to remain while I make the state- 
ment, as he is the only member of the committee who is on the 
floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. The chairman of the committee is here. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Then IL withdraw my request. I had not 
observed the presence of the chairman of the committee, because 
he is wearing a gray suit and I am somewhat short-sighted. 

Mr. President, it has been suggested for a couple of years that 
there was no genuine attack upon the city of Manila; that Manila 
had been surrendered to the United States by an agreement en- 
tered into between the governor-general of the Philippines and 
Admiral Dewey and General Merritt. When General MacArthur 
was upon the witness stand, we asked him about that arrange- 
ment, and he declared that he knew nothing about it; that al- 
though he commanded one of the brigades that were engaged in 
the attack, if there was an arrangement by which there was to 
be a peaceable surrender of the city of Manila to the American 
forces he was not aware of it. General Hughes in substance 
made the same statement. 

But what did Admiral Dewey disclose the other day? Accord- 
ing to his statement there was a practical surrender of Manila 
to the Navy on the day that the Spanish fleet was sunk; not an 
offer to surrender in terms, but one in effect: that, having drawn 
his fleet up in front of the city, hemnotified the Spanish governor- 
general that if a shot was fired he would bombard the city, and 


the Spanish governor-general practically agreed to fire no shot | 


and Admiral Dewey agreed not to bombard the city; and that, 
Admiral Dewey said, was a practical surrender. He says he drew 
up within 2,000 yards of the city. 
upon that statement, because that evidently was an inference of 
Admiral Dewey that might or might not have been justified by the 
facts. 


Admiral Dewey, however, stated further that during the latter | 
part of the month of May the English consul came to him from | 
the Spanish governor-general and told him that the Spanish gov- | 


ernor-general wished to surrender to the American Navy, and 


that later, in the month of June, through M. André, the Belgian | 
consul, the Spanish governor-general twice proposed to surrender | 
the city of Manila to the American Navy; and that ultimately, | 


just a short time before the 13th of August, 1898, a formal agree- 
ment was entered into between Admiral Dewey and the Spanish 


governor-general by which a surrender was agreed upon, the terms | 


of which were that Admiral Dewey should make a demonstration 
upon some of the defenses of the city, he to fire a shot or two, to 
result in no injury, when a white flag would be raised at a point 
that was specifically designated. Admiral Dewey states that 
General Merritt had full information of this arrangement. 

Mr. President, what did that require? That the taking of Ma- 
nila should be so conducted that no American soldier would be 
killed and no American soldier wounded. On the contrary, tak- 
ing Admiral Dewey’s statement and the statements of General 


MacArthur, General Hale, and General Greene, General Merritt | 


permitted an attack to be made upon Manila by the American 
land forces, its officers left in utter ignorance of the arrangement 
which had been entered into. 

Following the publication of Admiral Dewey’s testimony in the 


Washington Post and printed in that paper upon the 30th day of 
June. It reads as follows: 
[Special to the Washington Post.] 
IT WAS NOT A SHAM FIGHT—GENERAL HALE TAKES ISSUE WITH ADMIRAL 
DEWEY'S STATEMENT. 
DENVER, COLO., June 29, 1902. 
Brig. Gen. Irving Hale disagrees with Admiral Dewey over the statement 
that the battle of Manila was a sham fight. 
the First Colorado at the attack. He said: 
[f there was any understanding, it did not come to the knowledge of the 
troops actually engaged in the attack. General MacArthur, commanding 
the First Brigade, stated in his testimony before the same committee that he 
knew of no such understanding. General Greene, who commanded the 
Second Regiment, has made the same statement. I know that the Colorado 
regiment, from the colonel down, had no such intimation.” 

x » Mr. President, we have General MacArthur, General 
Hughes, Brigadier-General Hale, and General Greene all uniting 
in the statement that if there was an agreement by which Ma- 
nila was to be surrendered upon a sham attack by the Navy 
they went into the fight without any knowledge whatsoever of it. 

I submit, Mr. President, that this either calls for a court-martial 
or a board of inquiry. I submit that the lives of American sol- 
‘liers are too precious to be simply sacrificed to the negligence or 
indifference or the purposes of any official. There were American 





I place no particular stress | 











soldiers killed and wounded in the attack upon Manila; and I am 
bound to infer, in the light of the testimony of Admiral Dewey, 
killed where there was no necessity for it, killed where, if the 
existing facts had been communicated to generals in command of 
the land forces surrounding Manila, there would have been no 
assault, for no assault was needed, and no American soldier’s life 
would have been lost and no American soldier would have been 
wounded. 

I submit, Mr. President, in view of this statement by Admiral 
Dewey that General Merritt was informed of the agreement; in 
view of the fact, as the voluntary testimony of the officers under 
General Merritt discloses, that General Merritt failed to inform 
any of his subordinates, and that by reason of the failure to do 
so American soldiers lost their lives and American soldiers were 
wounded, there should be an investigation to have the truth 
made clear to the American people, and the blame for this un- 
necessary slaughter. if blame there be, placed upon the shoulders 
of those who are guilty. 

Mr. President, I predict that this so-called investigation is 
practically at an end. I predict that whatever may be the neces; 
sity for knowledge of the shortcomings of American representa- 
tives in the Philippine Islands, no further opportunity will be 
given to make it known to the American people. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] suggested that the 
majority had not made known their purposes with reference to 
the Philippine Islands. While they have not done this in words, 
Mr. President, it is perfectly clear to my mind that this bill very 
clearly makes known their purposes. It is to turn these islands 


| over to exploiters; to get the lands and get the franchises, and se- 


cure the investment of American capital in the islands: to make 
it impossible, no matter what the sentiment of the American 
people may be as developed at any future time, to give to those 
people what they are entitled to under every law of right and 
justice and humanity, namely, the management and the control 
of their own islands and the making of their own laws and the 
shaping of their own destinies. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was agreed to. 


ANTON BRUCKEN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill 
(H. R. 15258) authorizing Anton Brucken to construct locks and 
dams in Pond River, in the State of Kentucky, and to give the 
consent of Congress thereto. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. lIask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill. I will state that it is a bill reported to 
the House by Mr. Burton, the chairman of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors in that body. Of course there is no oppor- 
tunity and no time to refer the bill to our Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. LODGE. What is the bill? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It authorizes the construction of locks 
and dams in Pond River, in Kentucky. The bill was unani- 
mously reported by the House Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors and reported by the chairman [Mr. BurTON] in person. I 
hope I may have unanimous consent for the consideration of the 
bill at this time. 

The bill was read the first time by its title and the second time 
at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That whereas the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary 
of War have had submitted to them the plans and specifications for certain 


| locks and dams proposed to be constructed in the bed of Pond River, a navi- 
newspapers, a special dispatch was sent from Denver to the | m 
pay > - r | the Commonwealth of Kentucky, by one Anton Brucken, who has yecpenes, 


gable stream running between Hopkins County and Muhlenberg County, in 


on his private account and by voluntary subscriptions of interested parties, 
to construct such improvement in order to make said stream navigable for 
rafts and barges during the whole year; and said Anton Brucken and his as- 
sociates desire the consent and approval of Congress to said improvement, 
pursuant to section 9of anact entitled “An act making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 


| harbors, and for certain other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1899, said Anton 


Brucken be, and he is hereby, authorized to construct, erect, and operate a 


General Hale was commander of | System of locks and dams in said Pond River, in Kentucky, according to such 


ae as may be ere by the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of 
Jar, for the use of himself and all other persons using said stream by way 
of traffic, without tolls, and the consent of Congress to said improvement is 
hereby conferred: Provided, however, That said Anton Brucken and his asso- 
ciates are in no way relieved from the lawful consequences of any damage 
done by the work to private property, and the United States in no way rr 
linquishes its right to require the removal of any structure placed in said 
stream: Provided further, That unless availed of within three years from the 
date of this act the privilege hereby conferred shall cease and be determined. 

Sec. 2. That the right toalter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Is there objection to the pres- 
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QUARTERMASTER’S WAREHOUSE AT OMAHA, NEBR, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill 
(H. R. 12702) to provide for the erection of a quartermaster’s 
warehouse at Omaha, Nebr. 

Mr. DIETRICH. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate | 
consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senate for its information. 

The bill was read the first time by its title and the second time 
at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That a warehouse for the storage and distribution of 
quartermaster supplies, United States Army, be erected, under the direction | 
of the Secretary of War, upon ground now owned by the United Statesin the 
city of Omaha and State of Nebraska, the cost of such building not to ex- 
ceed the sum of $75,000. 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $75,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated. out of any money in the Treasury 
of the United States not otherwise appropriated, to carry into effect the fore- 
going provisions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BATE. I should like to ask if the bill has been before any 
committee, and what committee it has been before? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been before any 
committee of the Senate. It is a House bill. 
Mr. BATE. Itis rather late. Is there any special reason for 

its passage? 

Mr. DIETRICH. The bill has been especially recommended 
by the Secretary of War. I am sorry to say that my colleague, 
who has the report of the House and the special recommendation 
of the Secretary of War,is not here for the moment. I have sent 
for him. 

Mr. BATE. I understand the Senator to say that the Secretary 
of War desires the passage of the bill, and it is upon his sugges- 
tion that the measure is here. 

Mr. DIETRICH. It is indorsed by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. LODGE. Is the House report here? 

Mr. DIETRICH. I have it not, but my colleague hasit. How- 
ever, he is not in the Senate Chamber for the moment. 

Mr. LODGE. Would it not be better to wait until the report 
can be read? 

Mr. BATE. I think so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
table for the present. 


The bill will be read to the 


Is there objection to the pres- 


The bill will remain on the 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After thirty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate tothe 
bill (H. R. 14244) authorizing the President to reserve public 
lands and buildings in the island of Porto Rico for public uses, 
and granting other public lands and buildings to the government 
of Porto Rico. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 16) to provide for the erection of amonument at 
Washington, D. C., of bronze equestrian statues of the late Brig. 
Gen. Count Casimir Pulaski and Baron Steuben; and 

A bill (H. R. 11848) granting right of way to the Williams and 
Cataract Canyon Railroad Company across the Supai Indian Res- 
ervation in Arizona. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution appointing three members of the Houge to 
join a similar committee to be appointed by the Senate to wait 
upon the President of the United States and inform him that the 
two Houses have completed the business of the present session 
and are ready to adjourn, etc. 

The message also announced that the Speaker had appointed 
Mr. Payne, Mr. Cannon, and Mr. Ricnarpson of Tennessee 
members of the committee on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed with 
amendments the joint resolution (8S. R. 8) construing the act ap- 
proved June 27, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act.granting pensions to sol- 
diers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of 
manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor chil- 
dren, and dependent parents;’’ in which it requested the concur- 
rence of tlie Senate. 

PUBLIC LANDS AND BUILDINGS IN PORTO RICO, 
Mr. FORAKER submitted the following report: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14244) authorizing the 
President to reserve public lands and buildings in the island of Porto Rico 
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for public uses and granting other pubic lands and buildings to the Govern- 
ment of Porto Rico, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: : 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4 and 7. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 


| Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, and 8 and agree to the same. 


. B. FORAKER, 
GEORGE PEABODY WETMORE, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


E. D. CRUMPACKER, 
J.G. CANNON, 
J. R. WILLIAMS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio 
what these numbers signify? 
Mr. FORAKER. The Senate conferees recede from the pro- 
vision authorizing the Secretary of War to survey the harbor of 
San Juan and the other principal ports of Porto Rico, and also 


| recede from the amendment which provided for the naturaliza- 
| tion of citizens of Porto Rico. 


Mr. SPOONER. Is there any change in the provision? 

Mr. FORAKER. There is no change of any other kind. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is to be no Delegate in Congress? 

Mr. FORAKER. Not at all; nothing of that sort. 

The report was agreed to. 

QUARTERMASTER’S WAREHOUSE AT OMAHA, NEBR, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the bill (H. R. 12702) to provide for the erection of a quar- 
termaster’s warehouse at Omaha, Nebr. 

Mr. DIETRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read, and 
the report of the House committee was called for. The Secretary 
has the report of the House committee, and it will be read to the 
Senate. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Hu. May 6, 
as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
12702) to provide for the erection of a quartermaster’s warehouse at Omaha, 
pene. report the same back to the House with the recommendation that it 
co pass. 

This bill has been referred to the Secretary of War for information and 
remarks and is returned with the following indorsements: 

[First indorsement. } 
WAR DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, May 2, 1902. 

Respectfully returned to the honorable Secretary of War. 

In view of the increased size of the Army and the need of storage room for 
its supplies, the construction of an additional storehouse on ground now 
owned by the United States (known as the quartermaster’s corral) in the 
city of Omaha, Nebr., would be very desirable, and is recommended. 

Omaha is an excellent a |e from which supplies stored there 
could be quickly shipped to the Middle, Northern, and Northwestern posts, 
and I think it wise that there should be a distribution of reserve supplies 
held in store, so thatin the event of its being necessary, as in th> case at the 
beginning of the Spanish-American war, to suddenly clothe and outfit troops 
in all parts of the country, it may be done with promptness, and thus avoid 
the difficulties and delays experienced in equipping the troops west of the 
Mississippi in the spring of 1898. 

M. I. LUDINGTON, 
Quartermaster-General, U.S. A. 
[Second indorsement. ] 
WAR DEPARTMENT, May 2, 1902. 

Respectfully returned to the chairman Committee on Military Affairs, 
House of Representatives, inviting attention to the foregoing report of the 
Quartermaster-General of the Army. 

WM. CARY SANGER, 
Assistant Secretary of War. 

Mr. DIETRICH. I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BATE. Has the Committee on Military Affairs acted upon 
it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Military 
Affairs of the Senate has not. It is a House bill. 

Mr. BATE. Has there been a poll of the committee? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thecommittee has been polled 
here. 

Mr. BATE. And it agreed to it? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. And it agreed to it. 

Mr. BATE. Then I withdraw my objection. ba 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

INVESTIGATION OF AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I should like to call up and 
have considered the resolution I introduced yesterday regarding 
an investigation of affairs in the Philippines. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairlays before the Sen- 
ate, at the request of the Senator from Tennessee, a resolution, 
which will be read. 

_ The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
CARMACK, as follows: : 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Philippines be authorized and in- 


structed to sit during the recess of Congress for the purpose of prosecuting 
the investigation heretofore authorized by resolution of the Senate. 
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2. That said committee be further authorized and instructed to visit the 
Philippine Islands during the recess of Congress for the purpose of examin- 
ing witnesses and otherwise prosecuting the said investigation. 


Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, while this resolution was in- 
troduced in behalf of the minority of the committee, I have no 
positive reason to assume that it is disagreeable to the majority 
of the committee. We have not had an opportunity to have any 
action upon the matter by the committee itself, and consequently 
I have introduced the resolution as I have done. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the resolution may be again read. 
I do not see the chairman of the committee here. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose that— 

Mr. KEAN. I suggest that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I recognize the ability of the Senator. 
is the suggestion I was about to make. 

Mr. CARMACK. What is the suggestion? 

Mr. SPOONER. The resolution will have to go tothe Commit- 
tee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
It involves the expenditure of considerable money, and under our 
rules we can not pass such a resolution until it has been reported 
from that committee. 

Mr. CARMACK. Could it not be done by unanimous consent? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No; that is the law. 

Mr. SPOONER. I donot think it can be done by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is the law. 

Mr. McCOMAS, There is no provision in the resolution for 
the expenses of such a journey and investigation. That [indi- 
cating| is the mass of testimony taken by this committee, sitting 
almost daily during the whole session, and the inquiry has coy- 
ered a very wide scope. This is a late hour in which to endeavor 
to project that sort of an investigation. As has been stated by 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Kran], it will require the 
action of the Committee on Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
It is rather late, and I think the resolution ought to be referred 
to the committee for consideration. 

Mr. SPOONER. It has to go there. 

Mr. CULLOM. The law refers it. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, probably it is a little late, 
but this is not the first effort which has been made to secure the 
consideration of this question. The matter was brought up in 
the committee and adjourned over without action. The commit- 
tee itself has not been meeting for days and weeks at atime. It 
has been impossible to secure a meeting of the committee to have 
any consideration of the question. More than a month ago—per- 
haps two months ago—this question was discussed somewhat in- 
formally in the committee with reference to the committee sitting 
during the recess and visiting the Philippine Islands. The matter 
has not been pressed because we had a definite assurance from 
the chairman of the committee to the effect that immediately after 
the passage of the Philippine civil government bill the investiga- 
tion would proceed. There were a large number of witnesses 
who remained. 

Mr. President, as I said, we had the assurances that this investi- 





That 


gation would proceed as soon as the civil government bill was | 


disposed of. There was along list of names of witnesses that had 
been submitted by the Democratic members of the committee— 
Witnesses who would testify to very important matters, far more 
important, in my judgment, than any testimony that has yet 
been offered before the committee, and yet, sir, when that bill 
was passed the investigation dropped dead; it was absolutely im- 
possible to secure a meeting of the committee; it was absolutely 
impossible to carry on the investigation at all, and as soon as the 
committee did meet we brought up this question. It was put off 
on account of the absence of several members of the committee. 
When we met again Admiral Dewey was before the committee. 
He occupied the whole time of the committee until the hour 
of the meeting of the Senate. It has been impossible to have 
this question considered by the committee, because the committee 
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to have no desire or no further object in this investigation except 
to secure testimony as to torture in the Philippine Islands, and 
he represented us as having advertised for torture witnesses, or 
for water-cure witnesses, and saying that no others need apply. 
The fact is that almost every witness who has been brought. be- 
fore that committee has been brought there at the instance of the 
minority members of the committee. The very first witness who 
was suggested—— 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me, why did they 
not bring Captain Bridgman? 

Mr. CARMACK. Ido not know him. 

Mr. SPOONER. He is the witness to whom the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] referred. 

Mr. CARMACK. Does the Senator from Wisconsin think that 
Captain Bridgman knows anything particularly about these 
matters? 

Mr. SPOONER. No; but he was interrogated as to whether 
he knew anything that tended to show that General Hughes had 
sactioned, verbally and otherwise, the water cure in the Philip- 
pines. 

Mr. CARMACK. And I believe his answer was that he did 
not know anything about it. 

Mr. SPOONER. And therefore he was not called. 

Mr. CARMACK. He was not called because he did not know 
anything. 

Mr. SPOONER. He did know something. 

Mr. CARMACK. Did he? Then why did not the distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGre] have him called? 

Mr. SPOONER. Why did not the Senator from Tennessee 
have him called? 

Mr. CARMACK, 
tioned his name. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
him called? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, during my absence from 
the Senate, when the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. 
SPOONER] was delivering his great speech on this subject, he 
made some reference to this case of Bridgman. The Senator per- 
sonally understands why that witness was not summoned. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, Mr. President, if the Senator will per- 
mit me—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
yield? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Ido. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Wisconsin does not per- 
sonally know anything about it; but the Senator thinks that Cap- 
tain Bridgman was not called because it was discovered that he 
would not answer the purposes of the minority in testifying to 
some imputation upon the honor of the army in the Philippines, 
to be frank about it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I stated that the Senator 
from Wisconsin knew why the witness was not summoned. I 
stated it because I informed the Senator personally why he was 
not called; and if the Senator has no recollection of it, I call it to 


I never heard of him until the Senator men- 


Why did not the Senator from Texas have 


Does the Senator from Texas 


| his attention now, which I did at the time personally to the Sen- 
| ator- 





Mr. SPOONER. Did what? 
Mr. CULBERSON. I called this to your attention personally: 


| A citizen of this town informed me that Capt. Victor H. Bridg- 
| man knew that General Hughes had given orders for the inflic- 


itself has not been in session; it has refused to meet and, as a | 


last resort, we have brought the matter before the Senate. The 
action upon that resolution will determine whether or not this 
investigation, which was ordered by the Senate, shall be carried 
on and accomplish the purpose for which it was ordered. 

A large part of this investigation has been an absolute failure, 
a farce, not to speak offensively, for, as the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. PatrrRsoN] has said, just as soon as facts began to be 
(disclosed which did not seem to be palatable to some of the gen- 
tlemen upon the committee, a disposition to choke off and stop 
the Investigation was manifested, and the investigation has been 
choked and strangled and destroyed. There has been no real in- 
vestigation, Mr. President. 
The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] stated the other 


day that the members of the minority of the committee seemed 


tion of the torture known as the water cure. I stated to this 
man that I did not know whether Captain Bridgman knew any- 
thing about this question, and that I did not desire to call any 
witness unless I had investigated and understood what he knew 
about it; and I stated to the Senator from Wisconsin that, rather 
than call here a captain of the Army at the expense of the Gov- 
ernment, to testify, and to put him in an attitude that might be 
a false attitude, I saw proper to write him a letter and to ask him 
if the statement was true that he knew of this matter. Captain 
Bridgman having answered me that he was not in the Philippines 
at that time and knew nothing about it, he was not subpoenaed as 
a witness: and that is all there is about it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ihave no recollection of ever having had any 
conversation with the Senator upon that subject, and I am posi- 
tive I never did have. The conversation must have been with 
some other Senator. 

Mr. CARMACK. Now that the matter is brought to my at- 
tention I remember it, and I remember also the conversation 
between the Senator from Texas, the Senator from Wisconsin, 
and myself here in the cloakroom. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Immediately in the Senate Chamber and 
in the cloakroom. The Senator from Wisconsin said to me that 
if he had known the circumstances he would not have referred 
to the matter in my absence. 

Mr. SPOONER. Was not Captain Bridgman in this city? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I have no idea where he was, I have 
never seen him. I do not know him personally. 
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ir. SPOONER. Was he not in this country? 

{r.CULBERSON. lIaddressed him a letter at Fort McHenry, 
Md., and he answered from Baltimore. He was not called, I re- 
peat—and I want to be emphatic about it—because he stated that 
he*knew nothing about the subject and would not testify, as my 
informant told me he would. Consequently he was passed by. 

Mr. CARMACK. In other words, Mr. President, this witness 
replied to the Senator from Texas that he did not know anything, 
and the Senator from Wisconsin thinks it was a great outrage 
that the Senator from Texas did not bring the officer here at the 
expense of the Government to show that he did not know any- 
thing. That is all there is about it. 

Mr. SPOONER. You were perfectly willing to bring Filipinos 
here from the archipelago. 

Mr. CARMACK. We are ready to bring anybody here who 
knows anything about these matters. 

Mr. SPOONER. But not very willing to bring an officer here 
who was in this country, because, as the Senator from Texas has 
just said, he would not testify as his informant had informed 
him he would testify. 

Mr. CARMACK. Because he said to the Senator from Texas 
that he had no knowledge and no information and could not 
testify to anything. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is not my recollection of the corre- 
spondence. I should like to get that correspondence. 

Mr. LODGE. I have sent for it. 

Mr. CARMACK. Very well. Mr. President, meanwhile—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate is proceeding by 
unanimous consent. Under the law the resolution has been re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Has that order been made? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order was made at once. 

Mr. CARMACK. Well, I have the floor by unanimous con- 
sent, have I? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent to finish his remarks. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. and the Senator will proceed. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator from Wisconsin seems to think 
that a great outrage was perpetrated because we did not sum- 
mon a witness whose statement was that he had no information 
whatever and could not testify to any positive fact one way or 
the other. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not remember the correspondence in 
that way. 

Mr. CARMACK, Ido not remember the correspondence at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then, if the Senator does not recollect it, he 
ought not to state it. 

Mr. CARMACK. Iam speaking from what the Senator from 
Texas said, and I am stating what I have a right tostate. I had 
no knowledge of this matter at all, and had no recollection of it, 
but I was speaking of what the Senator from Texas said in his 
reply to the Senator from Wisconsin. I was speaking of the 
charge made by the Senator from Wisconsin, that we had sought 
to have no witnesses brought before the committee except those 
who would testify to the water torture. 

Mr. President, the very first witness that was suggested to be 
brought before that committee was suggested by the minority, 
and that was Governor Taft. It was the minority members of 
the committee who suggested that General MacArthur be brought 
before the committee; it was from the minority that the sugges- 
tion came that Admiral Dewey be brought before the committee, 
and also General Anderson; and, as the Senator from Massachu- 
setts |[Mr. LopGE] himself said here upon the floor, every wit- 
ness who had been brought before the committee had been brought 
there at the instance of the minority members of the committee, 
except Governor Taft and Professor Barrows; and he might have 
excepted Governor Taft, because he was the first witness sug- 
gested by the minority members of the committee. We have 
sought to bring everybody before the committee who had any 
knowledge with respect to the facts as to which we were making 
inquiry. 

The Senator says we did not summon Captain Bridgman. If 
the Senator from Massachusetts, the chairman of the committee, 
believed that Captain Bridgman had any knowledge or any infor- 
mation that was worth having him testify to, why did not he or 
the majority of the committee have Captain Bridgman brought 
before the committee and secure his testimony? One would im- 
agine from what the Senator from Wisconsin says that we have 
suppressed the testimony of Captain Bridgman. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask the Senator from Tennessee to yield 
to me that I may settle this matter now 

Mr. CARMACK. Very well; I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CULBERSON. If the truth can settle it. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is that? 

Mr. CULBERSON. That I may settle this matter now, if the 
truth can settle it. 


X 
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Mr. President, I desire to read the correspondence to which, for 
the second time, the Senator from Wisconsin has alluded in this 
Chamber. It is as follows: 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, May 1, 1902, 
Capt. Victor H. BRIDGMAN, 
Fort McHenry, Md. 


DEAR Sr: I have been informed that while serving in the Philippines you 
heard Brig. Gen. R. P. Hughes and probably other general officers give verba] 
orders to soldiers to administer what is known as the “ water cure” to Fili- 
pinos, and I write to ask if this is true. 

Very truly, yours, C. A. CULBERSON. 

His answer is as follows: 

204 West FAYETTE STREET, 
’ Baltimore, Md., May 2, 1902. 
Senator C. A. CULBERSON, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR: Replying to your letter of inquiry of May 1, I have to say 
that I never heard General Hughes or any other general officer, or any officer, 
regular or volunteer, give any order to administer the “‘ water cure,” or any 
direction which could be construed to that end. ; 

Having frankly answered your question, I ask that the source of your in- 
formation be furnished me. 

Very truly, yours, V. H. BRIDGMAN, U.S. 4 

Having asked the Captain if the statement was true that he had 
heard these orders given, and he having answered that he had not 
heard any such orders given, directly or indirectly, it was utterly 
useless, of course, to call him as a witness. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I can not see any sense what- 
ever in calling a witness to testify to a fact about which he does 
not know anything. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; in calling a witness who can not testify 
to what you want. 

Mr. CARMACK. Ido not know what the Senator from Wis- 
consin means by that. He probably knows what he means; but 


| I simply repeat what I have said, that there is no sense in calling 


a witness to testify to a fact about which he has no information 
whatever. That is all I have said, and that is all I meant. 

The statement that we have refused to call witnesses for fear that 
they would testify to something we did not want to hear is not a 
charge that can be truthfully laid at our door; but it is a charge 
that can be truthfully laid at the door of the majority. As I have 
said, we have called witnesses who were known friends of the 
Administration, who were the known friends of this policy, wit- 
nesses whose testimony has been quoted again and again by Sen- 
ators upon the other side of the Chamber, witnesses like Admiral 
Dewey, like General MacArthur, like Governor Taft. Every- 


| body who might be supposed to have any information with respect 


to this question has been summoned at the instance of the mi- 


| nority. Where the witnesses whose names we suggested were 


favorable to the Administration, they have been eagerly brought 
before the committee and examined, but, as the chairman of the 
committee has said, there is a list of witnesses as long as your 
arm there in that committee to-day, not one of whom has ever 
been subpoenaed to testify before the committee. 

There have been no sittings of the committee and there have 
been no hearings. We have adjourned for eight days at a time 
with a witness on the stand and other witnesses who have come 
for a thousand miles here to the city of Washington, and although 


| the chairman of the committee assured us the investigation would 


go on after the passage of the Philippine civil government bill, 
the investigation fell dead from the very day that bill was passed. 
We had two witnesses subpoenaed, two witnesses who were here 
from Iowa, who were making life a burden to the senior Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and who, in order to get rid of them, 
was anxious that we should take them, get their testimony, and 
let them go. That is all the testimony we have been able to get 


| before the committee since that bill was passed. 


Mr. President, I say that this resolution ought to pass, that this 
committee ought tosit here during recess, and that it ought to go to 


| the Philippine islands and investigate right there upon the ground. 


The committee has refused to allow a single witness to come here 
from the Philippine Islands to testify before it. Therefore I say the 
committee itself ought to go to the Philippine Islands and inves- 
tigate right there upon the ground, if we want to get the truth. 
If it can not do that, it ought at least to sit or to have some mem- 
bers of the committee, a subcommittee if need be, sit here during 
the recess, and at least examine those witnesses whose names 


| have been laid before the committee with the request that they 


be subpoenaed, and whom the committee has refused to subpoena, 
and whose testimony it has refused to hear. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 4546) to provide certain souvenir medals for the ben- 
efit of the Washington Monument Association, of Alexandria, Va.: 

A bill (S. 4815) to grant certain lands to the South Platte Canal 
and Reservoir Company; 

A bill (S. 5587) for the relief of Anna Eliza Isabella Von He- 
mert; 
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A bill (S. 6016) for the suppression of train robbery in the 
Territories of the United States and elsewhere, and for other pur- 
poses; and . a 

A joint resolution (S. R. 23) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to furnish condemned cannon for a statue of the late Maj. Gen. 
Alexander Macomb. United States Army. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4846) to amend section 2743 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, concerning the examination of drugs; 

A bill (H. R. 14275) providing for additional terms of court in 
the western judicial district of the State of South Carolina; 

A bill (H. R. 14764) to establish United States courts at Wilkes- 
boro, N. C.; 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 16) to carry into effect two reso- 
lutions of the Continental Congress directing monuments to be 
erected to the memory of Generals Francis Nash and William 
Lee Davidson, of North Carolina; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 210) reappropriating and making 
available an unexpended balance of appropriations for work on 
the Capitol building. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution directing the Speaker of the House and the 


President pro tempore of the Senate to adjourn their respective | 


Houses for the present session on July 1, 1902, at 5.30 o’clock 


post meridian; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. | 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 6196) to regulate the sale of viruses, serums, toxins, 


and analogous products in the District of Columbia, to regulate | 


interstate traffic in said articles, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 6282) for the relief of I. I. Barber: 

A bill (H. R. 12702) to provide for the erection of a quarter- 
master’s warehouse at Omaha, Nebr.: 


A bill (H. R. 15257) to cede jurisdiction over place on which | 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers is located to ! 


the State of Ohio; 

A bill (H. R. 15258) authorizing Anton Brucken to construct 
locks and dams in Pond River, in the State of Kentucky, and to 
give the consent of Congress thereto; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 113) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to furnish condemned cannon for a monument to the sol- 
diers of Worcester County, Mass., who served in the war for the 
Union. to be surmounted by an equestrian statue of the late Maj. 
Gen. Charles Devens, United States Volunteers; 

A joint resolution (8S. R. 120) providing for the removal of 
shoal in North River of New York Harbor; 


A joint resolution (S. R. 123) for the relief of Naval Cadet | 


William Victor Tomb, United States Navy; and 

A joint resolution (8S. R. 130) authorizing certain temporary 
repairs to the Ayueduct Bridge, District of Columbia. . 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 14275) providing for additional terms of court in 
the western judicial district of the State of South Carolina; and 

A bill (H. R. 14764) to establish United States courts at Wilkes- 
boro, N. C. 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 16) to carry into effect two 
resolutions of the Continental Congress directing monuments to 


be erected to the memory of Gens. Francis Nash and William | 


Lee Davidson, of North Carolina, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

CAPITOL BUILDING. 
_ Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate House 
Joint resolution 210, which has just come over from the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
aie the joint resolution referred to by the Senator from Iowa, | 


Which will be read for the information of the Senate. 


_ The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 210) reappropriating and mak- | 
ing available an unexpended balance of appropriations for work 
on the Capitol building, was read the first time by its title, and 


the second time at length, as follows: 


_ Kesolved, ete., That the unexpended balance, amounting to $6,658.70, of the 
“ppropriation for reconstructing and fireproofing the roof of the central 
ion of the Capitol building, made by the sundry civil appropriation act, 
ved March 3, 1901, is hereby reappropriated and made available for the 


port 


appr 





fiscal year 1908. 


Mr. ALLISON. That is a necessary appropriation to continue 
the work on the Capitol, and I hope it may be considered and 


passed at this time. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Vhole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 


| The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, agreed to, and ordered to 
be printed: 

Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be, and is hereby, 
directed to furnish to the Senate a list of national, State, and local commer 
cial organizations, also national, State, and local agricultural associations of 
the United States to such extent as may be practicable, and report to the 
Senate during the month of December next, and that 1,500 copies be printed 
for the use of the Senate. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


| Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 
| Mr. SPOONER. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
| concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives proposing 
an adjournment of the two Houses. 
The PRESIDENT pro *empore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the resolution indicated by the Senator from Iowa, which 
| will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives be 
authorized to close the apewie ee m by adjourning their respective Houses 
on the Ist day of July, 1902, at 5.30 o'clock post meridian. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the present consideration of the con- 
| current resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. Is there objection to its consideration? The Chair hears 
none, and the resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate concur in the concur- 
rent resolution. 

Mr. CARMACK. Is that debatable? 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit the question to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis not. The question is on 
concurring in the resolution of the House of Representatives. 

The resolution was concurred in. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 
| considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee of two Senators be appointed by the Chair to 
join a similar committee appointed by the House of Representatives to wait 
| upon the President of the United States and inform him that the two Houses, 
| having completed the business of the present session, are ready to adjourn 
unless the President has some other communication to make to them. 


| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair appoints as the 
committee on the part of the Senate the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. 
ALLISON] and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]}. 


SPECIAL EXAMINER OF DRUGS AT PHILADELPHIA. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the House bill in relation to the examiner of drugs at Philadel- 
phia. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the bill indicated by the Senator from North Dakota. 

The bill (H. R. 4346) to amend section 2743 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States concerning the examination of drugs 
was read the first time by its title and the second time at length, 
as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 2743 of the Revised Statutes be, ard it 
hereby is, so amended that the special examiner of drugs, medicines, chem- 
icals, chemical preparations, dyes, dyestuffs, paints, oils, varnishes,and other 
similar articles, at Philadelphia, Pa., shall receive a salary of $1,800 per an- 
num, and shall be paid each year quarterly. 
| Mr. HANSBROUGH. lIask unanimous consent that the bill 
| may be put upon its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to a third. reading, read the third time, and passed. 


INVESTIGATION OF AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 
| Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, may I be permitted to make 
| 








| an observation? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Sen 
ator from Wisconsin making a few remarks? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I had supposed that the dis- 
cussion upon this subject had ended for the session. } 

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] says that this 
resolution ought to be passed. It has passed—to the Commit- 
tee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. CARMACK. ‘The undiscover’d country from whose 
bourn no traveler returns.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER. No: where the law requires it to go. If the 
Senator had introduced the resolution earlier 

Mr. CARMACK. There is no penal statute requiring it to be 
returned. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator had introduced the resolution 
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at an earlier date, or had called it up at an earlier date, the com- The answer also is brief: 
ee ne eee it and —— it. 204 WEST FAYETTE STREET, Baltimore, Md., May 2, 1902~ 
M “; SPOONER. Ange ewe A pte savs it would | , 1+ would not have been a very great expense to the Government 
mot ’ | to have brought before the committee this officer from Baltimore, 
Mr. BLACKBURN. No; I did not. I beg the Senator's par- and Senators who were quite willing to involve the country in 
don. Iasked a very pertinent question. I made no statement. _ =e of bringing Aguinaldo and . large number of others 
Mr. SPOONER. What did you say? rom the Philippines to the United States to testify ought not to 
Mr. BLACKBURN. When the Senator from Wisconsin said | b®ve been affrighted at the bare thought of two or three dollars’ 
that that committee conld have considered and reported it, I expense it would have been to the Government to bring Captain 
simply asked, Would it? , Bridgman from Baltimore to Washington. But they were, 
Mr. SPOONER. I think it would. DEAR SENATOR: Replying to your letter of inquiry of May 1—— 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Well. This officer does not say he had not served in the Philippine 
Mr. CARMACK, Could it not do so now? Islands. Senator CULBERSON’S letter stated ‘‘ while serving in 
Mr. SPOONER. I think it could not. the Philippines.”’ If he had not served in the Philippines the 
Mr. PATTERSON. May I have unanimous consent to ask the | first sentence of his letter would have been ‘‘I did not serve in 


Senator fre m_ Wisconsin a question? | the Philippines, and therefore I know nothing about it.”” He did 
Mr. SPOONER. No; but you may have my consent. serve in the Philippines. The Senator was correctly informed 
Mr. CARMACK. That is unanimous consent. upon that subject. So the captain says: 


a > Trp + v Mhy« . _ . « ; _ oy . gs . 
Mr. PATT ERS )N - That represents unanimous consent. DEAR SENATOR: Replying to your letter of inquiry of May 1,I have to say 
Mr. SPOONER. No; I have the floor by unanimous consent, | that I never heard General Hughes or any other general officer, or any off! 
and I vield to the Senator. cer, regular or volunteer, give any order to administer the “ water cure,” or 


Mr. PATTERSON. What I want to know is this: By what | any direction which could be construed to that end. 


right or by what authority the Senator, who is not a member of Were you after witnesses to exculpate the general officers named 
the committee, assumes to speak for the majority of the commit- | here and other officers of the Regular and Volunteer service from 
tee as to what the committee would have done? having issued the orders indicated? 


Mr. SPOONER. Iam not a member of the committee and do Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— ; 
not speak for the committee, but I ama member of the Senate,| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
and speak when I choose, if the Senate permits me. consin yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, Mr. President, I was not interfering | Mr. SPOONER. In a moment. The charge involved in the 
with the freedom of speech on the part of the Senator, but he is | inquiry was an affirmative charge impeaching the honor of the 
assuming to state what the Committee on the Philippines would | army in the Philippines. A defense of the honor of that army 
have done in a certain contingency. would of course be negative testimony, and the statement of an 

Mr. SPOONER. I said what I thought the Committee to Audit | officer who had served there and who could come before the com- 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate would have | mittee and testify, as this correspondent stated, that he had never 
done. heard General Hughes or any other general officer or any other 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iwanted to know what authority the Sen- | officer of the Regular or Volunteer service give such an order or 


ator had to speak for the committee. any order which could be construed in that way, would have 
Mr. SPOONER. None whatever. I am only giving my opin- | been pertinent testimony upon the issue sought by the minority 
ion, Mr. President—and I donot charge anything forit [laughter]— | of the committee and attempted through many weeks by them 
as to what the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- | to be established—that the army in the Philippines had acted in 
penses of the Senate would have done. disregard of the rules of civilized warfare. : 
The Senator from Tennessee says this investigation is a farce, If the purpose of that minority were not a partisan purpose, if 


and in the same breath he tells the Senate and he tells the coun- | they were not simply seeking testimony on a line which would be 
try that every witness called before that committee was called by | satisfactory to them, if their object was the broad patriotic pur- 
the minority or at their request. Has the minority been playing pose to obtain the facts from officers who knew the facts, those 


a farce all this session? which were inculpatory as well as those which were exculpatory, 


Mr. CARMACK. It has been compelled to. I shall never be able to see why this witness was not called before 
Mr. SPOONER. It looks that way. | the committee. I can discover no reason, Mr. President. and | 
Mr. CARMACK, Yes; it does. | believe there was none, except that this witness’s testimony would 


Mr. SPOONER. The testimony of Governor Taft was of great | have given a denial to the implication of the inquiry of the Sena- 
interest. It tended to illumine the subject; it related to the con- | tor from Texas and would have vindicated, so far as the testi- 
dition of affairs in the Philippines, and it served as a very cor- | mony of one witness would go, the army in the Philippines 
rect guide to the Senate and to the House in framing the legisla- | against that charge. 


tion which should be adopted for the government of the Philip- Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— rs 
pines. But when the minority of the committee abandoned that The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
line of testimony and conceived it to be of public interest and | consin yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

legislative wisdom and political strategy and policy to make an Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 


attack upon the army in the Philippines, I think the result has Mr. PATTERSON. is it nota fact that through the agency of 

shown that the investigation was a farce, and not only a farce, | the minority members every general officer who was in the Phil- 

but a very cruel and wicked farce. ; ippines was called before the committee to testify about every- 
The Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] referred to a speech | thing they knew? 

which I had the honor to make, in which I commented upon this| _Mr. SPOONER. Well, Mr. President, I have not gone over 


correspondence between him and Captain Bridgman. I do not | the list. I do not think it can be a fact that every general officer 
find any occasion from the correspondence itself, which I have | who was in the Philippines was called before the committee. 
read before, or from anything which the Senator from Texas Mr. PATTERSON. If there are any others I imagine the 
says upon the subject, to qualify in the slightest degree the ob- | Senator from Wisconsin is willing to assume that the majority o! 
servations which I submitted to the Senate upon that subject. the committee had the power to call them, if they desired. _ 

It had been said that Captain Bridgeman was rot called be- Mr. SPOONER. Ah, that givesthe whole thingaway. Did we 


cause his answer showed that he had not served in the Philip- | have an investigation of the army in the Philippines where thi re 
pines and knew nothing about the subject concerning which he | werea majority and a minority? Were the Senators of the Unite d 
was interrogated. I find nothing of the kind in the correspond- | States upon that committee divided in this investigation of the 
ence. On the other hand, I find in the correspondence adequate | Army? Were a part of them seeking to smirch the Army and 
evidence that he had served in the Philippines and that if called | relying upon the other part to seek to call witnesses to vindicate 
before the committee he could have given evidence of a negative | the army? 

kind, which would have inured to the benefit of the reputation Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 





of the army in the Philippines. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
The letter written by the Senator from Texas, to whom I would | consin yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

not be willing to do any injustice, as I would not to any other| Mr. SPOONER. Yes; I yield. s 

man, is brief, and I will read it: | Mr. PATTERSON. I trust the Senator will grant the reques 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 


in a less defiant way than he does. 
Washington, May 1, 1902. 


Mr. SPOONER. Oh, I grant it; and that is enough. eis 
Mr. PATTERSON. That is enough, but the manner always 
has a great deal to do with it. 


Capt. Vicror H. BRIDGMAN, 
Fort McHenry, Md. 


DEAR Sir: I have been informed that while serving in the Philippines you 


orders to soldiers to administer what is known as the *‘ water cure” to Fili- 
pinos, and | write to ask if this is true 


Very truly, yours, Cc. A. CULBERSON. 


Mr. PATTERSON. So far as you have—— 


heard Brig. Gen. R. P. Hughesand probably other general officers give verbal | Mr. SPOONER. I withdraw the manner. 
Mr.SPOONER. As far as I choose, 
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Mr. PATTERSON. And you have chosen to withdraw it al- 
together, for which I am very much obliged. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is entirely welcome. 

Mr. PATTERSON. With reference to the majority and the 
minority, the Senator knows that we always speak of the mem- 
bers composing a committee as comprising the majority and the 
minority, and we know that Senators are all divided in this body 
and classified as Republicans and Democrats, the Republicans 
constituting the majority, the Democrats the minority. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. There was in that committee one side that 
wanted an investigation, and the other that did not care about an 
investigation; and I was referring, when I spoke of the majority, 
to the side that did not care about an investigation. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not have in mind the Senator from 
Colorado when I spoke. I am not for the first time acquainted, 
by the observations of the Senator from Colorado, with the fact 
that we have Republicans and Democrats in the Senate, and that 
our committees are divided, and that the membership of our com- 
mittees is divided between Republicans and Democrats. I knew 
that: and if the Senator from Colorado supposed I did not, he has 
taken great pains to very little purpose. 

What I complain of is this—not that upon the questions on 


which parties divide in this country there is a majority and there | 


is a minority on the committee, but that when the honor of the 


and our flag, there should be a majority and a minority. 

Mr. PATTERSON. There is neither in that case. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, Mr. President, I wish there were neither; 
but every page of testimony taken before that committee relating 
to the Army bears irrefutable evidence that there were a major- 
ity and a minority—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, Mr. President, the testimony does not 
warrant that statement. 

Mr. SPOONER. And that the minority which was willing, I 
will not say anxious, to degrade the Army in the Philippines by 
generalization was not, thank God, composed of the Republicans. 
It was the minority, of which the distinguished statesman from 
Colorado was a shining and conspicuous light. 

Mr. President, I said in the observations which I submitted to 
the Senate, and I say it again, that almost every question put to 
these Massachusetts volunteers, for most of them came from the 
Twenty-sixth United States Infantry, I might say every question 
put, calculated to elicit an answer which would tend to the credit 
of the Army was put not by a member of the minority, but by 
members of the majority. I will not say members of the major- 
ity, but by the Republican members of the committee. 

Questions as to how our troops were instructed to treat the 
Filipinos were all put, with a single exception, as I remember it, 
by the Republican members of that committee. Questions, Mr. 
President, as to how our troops treated Filipino prisoners, kindly 


or unkindly, were all put, with one exception, by the Republican | 


members of the committee. Questions as to how the wounded 
captured by us were treated were all put by the Republican mem- 
bers of the committee, and most of them were put by the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE]. 

Questions as to how they were fed; as to whether prisoners 
were not fed as our own»boys were fed; as to whether the wounded 
were not treated in our hospitals as our own boys who were 
wounded or ill were treated; as to whether they were not cared 
for by our physicians, by the same men who skillfully and ten- 
derly cared for our own boys—all these questions were answered 
in the affirmative, and they were put, as I recollect it, by the 
Republican members of the committee. 

Aye, it is a little late, but better late than never, that Sena- 
tors, Just as we are about to adjourn, should shy their castors 
into the ring here to defend the minority of the committee against 
criticisms made weeks and weeks ago. No, Mr. President, this 
scheme was found to be a mistake. Senators found that they 
had misconceived the spirit of the American people. They found, 
and they ought to have known it before, that the great heart of 
the American people beats always for fair play, that it is opposed 
to ew parte trials, and that, above all things, the American people 
love the men who, under their flag, on distant fields, dare to die 
for them, regardless of the cause in which they fight or the dif- 
ferences among us as to the justice of that cause. 

It did not take very long—it ought to have been known in 
alvance—that an attempt to smirch, upon ex parte testimony, by 
leading questions would not be accepted by the American people 
as warrant forimpeaching the American Army in the Philippines 
or anywhere else. I congratulate the Senators that they have 
arrived at the conclusion that an investigation like that isa farce; 
that it is not pershasive upon the American people and never, 
hever will be. The people stand by their Army. They are not in 
‘avor of cruelty either in the Army or in the Senate. They are not 
in favor of torture in the Philippines, nor are they in favor of im- 
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| reply, which was not printed 
Army is involved, your Army as well as ours, carrying your flag | 





putations of dishonor here at home upon men far, far away, brave, 
and because brave, humane. 

Mr. President, there is one phase of this correspondence not 
printed in the record, and that is the answer of the Senator from 
Texas to Captain Bridgman’s question in the last line of his letter. 

Having frankly answered your question, I ask that the source of your in- 
formation be furnished me. 

I happen to have seen the Senator’s answer, in which he stated 
that the source of his information was *‘ confidential.’ That has 
been one troubles with all this business from the beginning of it. 
The spring, *“ the poisoned spring,’’ out of which have come these 
insinuations and imputations upon the Army has been a hidden and 
mysterious spring not be be found by those who, attacked, hada 
right to know where it was located. I think I could guess, but I 
should like to know—I do not expect to—the location of the hid- 
den spring which through this committee through its minority has 
found vent through all the weeks to the discredit, if the Ameri- 
can people had been differently constituted, of the Army—God 
bless it!—in the Philippines. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iam not sure whether the Senator has my 





Mr. SPOONER. No: it is not printed, but I have read it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Youmightat least let me ask the question. 

Mr. SPOONER. I thought the Senator had asked it. I beg 
the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. CULBERSON. No pardon is necessary. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I withdraw my request. 

Mr. CULBERSON. You are excusable under the circum- 
stances. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think I should get along whether I am or 
am not excused by the Senator. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I trust so. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. I expect to live till winter. 
ter. 

itr. CULBERSON. At the present progress I doubt it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will disappoint the Senator, then. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I trust he may. I see no occasion for the 
Senator’s dying 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not, either. 

Mr. CULBERSON. ThoughI regret very much that he should 
be so inclined to talk in this manner. 

I rose simply for the purpose of asking him if he had the letter, 
or a copy of the letter, to which he hasreferred. He might read it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have it not. 

Mr. CULBERSON. There has apparently been some reason, 
I do not know what, why this last letter of mine was not printed 
with the other in the record presented by the chairman of the 
Committee on the Philippines. 

Mr. SPOONER. Was it confidential? 

Mr. CULBERSON. The letter was not confidential. but for 
some reason the chairman of the committee or the Secretary of 
War or General Hughes, or whoever may be responsible for its 
nonappearance, did not have it printed with the other. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not know why it did not appear, but I 
do know this 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, I never saw any 
other letters except those printed, and never knew that any others 
existed. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not know why it did not appear. 

Mr. LODGE. I had printed all the letters sent to me, and 
made no further inquiries. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know if I had been responsible for their 
publication it would have appeared. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not wish to do anybody an injustice 
in this business. I recognize the fact that it was supposed there 
was a great political exigency in it, and I know nothing which is 
a stronger incentive than that sometimes. I only hope that I am 
not too optimistic when I express the belief that it will not hap- 
pen again in the history of this country that many weeks of the 
time of one of the most important sessions of Congress we have 
ever had will be consumed by an attempt in committee to smirch, 
upon the testimony of returned and sometimes disgruntled sol- 
diers, the honor of an army as patient, as brave, as liberty-loving 
as ever marched under a flag. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I want to say only a very few 
words in regard to what has been done by the committee. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. CARMACK. I thought I had a right to the floor. 

Mr. LODGE. I asked to be recognized in my own right. 

Mr. CARMACK. I suppose the gentlemen on the other side 
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will take up all of the time and the gentlemen on this side will 
have none. 
Mr. LODGE. I have not spoken and the Senator from Ten- 
nessee has been recognized several times. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognized the Sen- | 
ator from Massachusetts. | 
| 
| 








Mr. LODGE. I will not keep the Senator from Tennessee from 
the floor. I know everybody is desirous to hear him. 

Mr. President, I only wish to say that the committee of which 
I have the honor to be chairman has sat from the 3ist of Jan- 
uary until the 6th of June, and with an interval of only one week 
it practically met every morning to hear testimony. After the 
passage of the bill, I having stated in the Senate that the investi- 
gation would continue, I went home for ten days. I had not been 
away from the city since Congress assembled. I had business of | 
great importance to attend to, which had been postponed, and I 
went away. During my absence the committee heard two wit- 
nesses. As soon as I returned I called Admiral Dewey. He had 
been asked for several times by members of the minority. He 
was likely to leave town and I called him at once. We heard 
him for three days. It was impossible to get a quorum. The 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] and the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Hate] were both engaged in conferences on appropriation 
bills. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] was out of 
town. The Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBois] was out of town. 
The Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw is] had left town. 

I think, Mr. President, that any fair-minded man who will look 
at that testimony and note that we have taken 2,984 pages will 
‘admit that so far as the mere activity of the committee is con- 
cerned we have not been idle. We called first the governor- 
general of the Philippines. Everybody agreed that ought to be 
done. We then had before us the military governors, General 
Otis and General MacArthur, and General Hughes, who had com- 
manded the southern department of the islands. All of those 
officers, admittedly by both sides, were witnesses we ought to 
have heard. 

Then followed a series of witnesses called, with few exceptions, 
as the Senator from Tennessee has said, on the request of mem- 
bers of the minority. They were most of them private soldiers. 
They were called apparently, to judge from what they said, for 
the single purpose of testifying tocruelties by our soldiers. What 
that testimony is the country knows. The witnesses who still 
remain on the list, so far as I know anything about them, are all 
witnesses of the same class, called with a view of proving that 
more than a year ago, during the time of war, cruelties were 
committed in various parts of the Philippine Islands. 

I think all that portion of the investigation has been very aptly 
characterized by the Senator from Tennessee as a farce, but for 
one thing, and that was tragic, which involved the aspersions 
which were cast on certain officers, and which in one case at least 
we know was proved to have been perjury of the worst sort. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not think myself there is 
anything to be gained by a continuance during the summer of 
that sort of an inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator has said that in one case at 
least the witness before the committee was a perjurer. Does the 
Senator suspect that any other witness before the committee was 
a perjurer? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I am not prepared to go upon 
suspicion. I said in one case I thought perjury had been proved. 
I think it has. There is other testimony there that I think is very 
suspicious. Whether perjury can be proved or not I do not know. 

Mr. CARMACK. Will the Senator name any single witness? 

Mr. LODGE. No; I am not in the habit of casting out asper- 
sions as to what I can not prove. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator is casting aspersions on all—— 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. CARMACK. But he indicated only a single one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. LODGE. I indicated one witness whose testimony has 
been shown to have been perjured. 

Mr. President, after I came back here I laid before the com- 
mittee—and it did not have a quorum—a petition to Congress 
which had been presented in both Houses, asking that a committee 
of Congress be sent to investigate affairs in the Philippines. The 
imajority members of the committee were against it; the min- 
ority members favored it. I inquired of the House majority 
members and I found they were uniformly against it. I myself 





think there was no object to be gained in sending a Congressional 
committee out to the Philippines to stay there a few weeks and 
come back with a majority and a minority report, which might 
have value if produced just before the election for political pur- 
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poses, but which would have no value in determining what would 
be well for the islands. 

Mr. President, we have taken all the mass of testimony which 
I have described. It is all there for the public to read. The ques- 
tion here that we have been debating this winter is going to be 
transferred to the larger tribunal of the American people. I am 
perfectly willing myself to take the appeal to that tribunal. | 
do not wonder that Senators upon the other side, who have made 
such a brilliant success of their Philippine issue, like to present 
it even in these expiring hours of the session, but certainly to me 
it seems totally needless. We have only an hour and a half left 
of the present session of Congress. Why go on and debate the 
question of the Philippines and the conduct of the war when we 
are going out of this Chamber to present it to the American peo- 
ple? I believe I know what that verdict on the Army will be. 
but it is not for us to anticipate it. We willlearn it next Novem- 
ber, and we will make the appeal if the other side does not. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President, Iam confused by the differ- 
ing statements in respect of this investigation. It began in Jan- 
uary and it ended on the 28th of June. It has been a steady and 
constant session of a committee, a frank, free, and open investi- 
gation. 

Since Senators say that the minority called nearly all the wit- 
nesses who were called, surely it could not have been a partisan 
or a reluctant inquiry, and where they did not call the witnesses, 
if you read these 3,000 pages of testimony you will find that those 
men who have had authority and have borne great responsibility 
well, when they have come back to their homes have been brought 
here under the roof of the Senate of the United States and the 
inquiries put to them have not been such a welcome as faithful 
servants had a right to expect when they came home. 

In the case of General Otis, a most painstaking, earnest soldier 
and military governor, see how few sympathetic questions were 
put to him in this committee inquiry. General MacArthur, a 
splendid man, a soldier of great ability, a fine civil administrator, 
was put through an examination on about the level of a police- 
court inquiry. 

Governor Taft was brought here, and suffered between exam- 
inations the visits and ministrations of surgeons, in the hands of 
the surgeons, under their knives, and in the hands of American 
Senators with their knives here in this inquiry. His cross-exam- 
inations did not do justice to the American appreciation of a 
splendid civil governor who left the bench of his country, and 
who went yonder across the seas to the Tropics, imperiled his 
health, and then came here to make a report of his high office and 
his great trust. 

Mr. President, these governors and these leading generals were 
called and thoroughly examined, examined not in a broad and 
generous spirit, but in acarping and critical spirit which ever pre- 
vailed on the part of the minority. This oral inquiry was sup- 
plemented by a frank disclosure of official reports, cablegrams, 
and all the communications between the Philippine Commission 
and the military governors and the War Department and the 
Executive here. 

These sources of information were thrown open and all the re- 
ports of all the governors of all the provinces added. It happens 
that in one case, that of Major Gardener, a civil governor, when 
the report was delayed and when that report seemed to reflect 
upon the order and conduct of soldiers in certain garrison towns 
in the province of Tayabas, that matter was seized upon in the 
committee and was exploited here on this floor. Why did it hap- 
pen and how did it happen that with the other 33 reports of civil 
governors, giving splendid results of magnificent and honest ad- 
ministration in all the other pacified provinces, only the one in 
which a civil governor had made some reflections upon some sol- 
diers, that that alone was brought here to the attention of the 
Senate? What spirit prompted this? It was not American fair 
play. 

Mr. President, it was because the minority of that committee 
persistently sought everthing which might do discredit, not_any- 
thing which might do credit to the Army and to the civil admin- 
istration. If there was an examination which brought out any- 
thing making for the pride and glory of our people yonder in 
arms, or in civil life, it was brought out by the datantoor state- 
ments of those who came to report or by the inquiries of the ma- 
jority of the committee. The minority were ever seeking and 
groping and burrowing here and there, and now and then by some 
subterranean passage gathering secretly from confederates in the 
War Department the reports and all the papers. 

The case of young Arnold, the young soldier of Iowa, nobody 
knows how it came, whence it came, nobody is sponsor for the 
mode of communication; but public records were brought here 
and put in in an unknown and secret manner, and it has not yet 
been explained how the records of the War Department came here 
into this committee. There was no need of that. These records 
were all open to us; they are open now; they have been put 10 
evidence and are printed in these pages; they are open to the 
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public in this country. A clean purpose and an open breast has | most troublous legacy of that Spanish war which the Democracy 


been the policy of the President, of the Secretary of War and of 
Army, and of the civil government in the Philippines. 

And yet these attacks upon the Army. little faults, matters of 
cruelty forbidden and here and there practiced and being rapidly 
punished, form the whole story which the minority have when 
they go before the American people. Nothing more; nothing else. 

There is, Mr. President, that other story, the story of the hon- 
esty of American soldiers and officers in civil administration 
wherein they have handled the stores, moneys, treasures without 
stain or without default. 

There is that story of the American soldiers, before the school- 
masters went to the Philippines, putting aside their guns and | 
teaching the children of the Filipinos the language of the people 
which will build up for them a great government of freedom and | 
liberty across the seas. And there is that involuntary testimony | 
coming even from those who testified about somebody ducking a 
Filipino insurgent in the river to find where he hid his rifles, | 
when the same soldier who so says testifies that everywhere and | 
all the time the generals, the colonels, the captains, the lienten- 
ants, and subalterns demanded humanity, demanded good treat- | 
ment of prisoners, demanded the care of property, life, and per-: 





sonal liberty for the people in the towns and barrios, and ever | 


compelled order and obedience. 

This is the story of the American army in the Philippines when 
you hold it up in its broad expanse and find only a few little 
blotches or stains, which the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Pat- 
TERSON] and those with him on the committee have painfully 
through five months endeavored to make conspicuous there. 
These little stains bring out in shining light the broad and splen- 
did career of the American citizen wearing the American blue 
yonder across the seas. ; 

” Wherever they have gone, by night or by day, suffering from 


forced upon us and then flinched from in a craven spirit. 
CONSTRUCTION OF PENSION ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 8) construing the act approved June 27, 1890, entitled 
“An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are inca- 
pacitated for the performance of manual labor, and providing for 


| pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents.” 


The amendments of the House were: 


On page 1, line 8, after ‘‘ person,” insert: 

‘‘and the widow and minor children of all deceased persons subject to the 
limitations of this act.” 

On page 2, line 2, after “therefrom” insert: 

‘‘and section 4716 Revised Statutes U. S. is amended accordingly.” 

On page 2, line 5, after “‘ Navy * insert ‘‘and who enlisted in said regiments 
while confined as prisoners of war under a stipulation that they were not 
to be pensionable under the laws of the U. 8.” 

On page 2, after line 8, insert as a separate section the following: 

Sec. 2. That in the administration of the pension laws any enlisted man of 


| the Army, including regulars volunteers and militia or any appointed or en- 
| listed man of the Navy of Marine Corps who was honorably discharged from 


the last contraet of service entered into by him during the late war of the 
rebellion shall be held and considered to have been honorably discharged 
from all similar contracts of service previously entered into by him with the 
U. 8. during said war: . 

Provided, That said enlisted or appointed man served not less than six 
months under last enlistment or appointment, that his entire service under 
said last enlistment or appointment was faithful, that he did not receive by 
reason of said last enlistment or appointment any bounty or gratuity other 
than from the U. 8. in excess of that to which he would have been entitled 
if he had continued to serve faithfully until honorably discharged under any 
contract of service previously entered into by him, either in the Army or 
Marine Corps during the war of the rebellion. 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘ A joint resolution construing the act ap- 
proved June 27, 1890, entitled ‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and sail- 
ors who are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and providing 
for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents, and for other 
| purposes.’”” 





fever. going without food, without water to drink, marching on 
long expeditions, fighting here and there, bearing and enduring 
suffering always, scaling mountains, wading rivers, creeping out 
in jungles and over the swamps, whether they were suddenly at- 
tacked, or whether they were, when on pacific errands bent, caught 
in ambush, promptly rallying, always the same brave, resource- 
ful Americans everywhere. 

These men have been carrying glory and honor with the flag 
wherever it goes. These men have been carrying civilization and 
liberty, regulated by law, with the American arms. And now 
they are coming back to their homes. They will go among all 


the people of all the States of the Union. There were 70,000 men 


there in arms two years ago. There will soon be but 18,000 men 
under arms in the Philippines, which have been pacified in such 
large measure. 

They are coming home, and they will tell their story. They 
will present their personal .testimony; they will make witnesses, 


not of 3,000 pages, but of 70,000 good men and true: and when | 


they leave 18,000 vonder the heart of the American people, which 
has all the while been in sympathy near the heart of these men 


under our flag yonder, the American mind will flash back the in- | 


telligence to them of sympathy and of comfort, of support, and 
of vindication. 

This assault upon the Army has failed miserably, humiliatingly, 
pitiably failed, failed utterly. 

In the last three days of the investigation of the committee, 
when the assault was made upon the Navy by pestiferous, annoy- 
ing, nagging, irrelevant, and unworthy questioning of Admiral 
Dewey, the hero of Manila, which did annoy him, which he felt 
so unworthy of him, he, in behalf of the American Navy, has re- 
sponded boldly and strongly in the testimony which I would have 
every American read. 

When this session closes, when your gavel falls, Mr. President, 
an hour hence, when the people come to hear this testimony and 
consider this issue, there will be a conviction of their blunder not 
only on the part of the Democratic leaders, but on the part, I 
trust, even of the Senators themselves who have conducted this 
investigation, 

But their failure has been most abject, and in November the 
American people whose brothers, whose sons, whose kindred wear 
a blue coat and keep under it an American heart, and march un- 


der the flag, when they come back home or when they out yonder | 


lift up their eyes and wait for news, it will come as news of the 
vindication of the American Army, of the American Navy, a vin- 
dication of the American civil administration in the archipelago, 
4 Vindication of that patient, able Secretary of War, a vindica- 
tion of that great President who is carrying on this work, and 
they will applaud him as they applauded the career of his great 
predecessor, now lost forever to this world. 

_In November will be the final ending of this investigation in 
the overwhelming rebuke of those who inspired it, planned it, 
conducted it, perverted it and lowered it far below the level of 
American fairness, far below the purpose of the American people 
1 meeting the new and serious problem in the Philippines, the 


Mr. PRITCHARD. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments. 
The amendments were agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 16) to provide for the erection at Washington, 

| D. C., of bronze equestrian statues to the memory of the late 

Brig. Gen. Count Casimir Pulaski and Baron Steuben, was read 

twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

The bill (H. R. 11848) granting right of way to the Williams 

| and Cataract Canyon Railroad Company across the Supai Indian 

Reservation in Arizona, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Brown- 
ING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
| they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 
| A bill (S. 4815) to grant certain land to the South Platte Canal 
| Reservoir Company; 


| A bill (S. 4139) to diminish the number of appraisers at the 
ports of Philadelphia and Boston; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 210) reappropriating and making 
| available an unexpended balance of appropriations for work on 
the Capitol building. 


INVESTIGATION INTO AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, it would hardly be in order, 
| I suppose, to characterize a speech made in this Chamber as the 
merest balderdash, and yet I feel strongly tempted to use some 
such expression. I will only say, however, that there has been a 
very ingenious effort on the part of the Senator from Wisconsin 
| [Mr. Spooner], faithfully copied by the Senator from Maryland 
| [Mr. McComas], to divert the attention of the Senate and of the 
| country from the real issue that is before us. 

There is one fact which is pertinent to the question which has 
been raised here this evening, and that is the fact that a commit- 
tee, charged by the Senate with the duty of prosecuting an inves- 
| tigation, has failed in the performance of its duty, and has delib- 
| erately suppressed the investigation it was ordered to conduct. 
| That is a fact. 

The question which has been raised before the Senate is that of 
continuing this investigation during the recess of Congress for 
the purpose of eliciting the truth, which the committee has been 
| 80 zealous and earnest in suppressing up to this time. That, I 
say, is the question. 

Senators have sought to divert attention from the real fact and 
the real question by rushing forward here with a great deal of 
tempestuous oratory about the honor of the Army, and denounc- 
ing us for assailing and attacking the Army. Mr. President, 
| there is not a Senator upon the other side of the Chamber, and 

there is not a man with the intelligence of a good bird dog any- 
| where in the country who does not know that there is not one 
word of truth in any such accusation. We have never assailed 
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forward with this accusation, not because there is 
it, but in order to drag the controversy down to the level of their 
own intelligence. It is not so easy to meet the real facts and the 
real issue in this case; but to say that you are assailing the Army, 
that you are trying to degrade the Army, isa kind of argument 
that any fool could utter and any parrot could be taught to re- 
peat. It is utterly unworthy of some of the Senators upon the 
other side of the Chamber who have used and repeated it. 
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the honor of the Army. As I have said before, men have rushed The Senator from Wisconsin raised a great hullabaloo about 


any truth in | th 
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e correspondence between the Senator from Texas [Mr. Cur- 
BERSON] and Captain Bridgman, as though Captain Bridgman 


| was regarded as a very important witness, who had very impor- 


tant testimony, and that the minority had suppressed his testi- 
mony, when, as a matter of fact, the statement of Captain 


| Bridgman was laid before the whole committee, and the majority 


The Senator from Wisconsin grows very indignant because the | 
expression has been used here about the majority and minority | 


of the committee. The Senator’s wrath is a little belated. 
ought to have exhibited it upon a former occasion. The Demo- 
cratic members of that committee, long before it occurred to the 
Senator from Wisconsin, entered their protest against the use of 
any such term. It was first uttered when the chairman of the 
committee proposed in committee that the majority and minority 
should each submit a list of its witnesses. At that time I myself 
made a protest against the use of any such term, against the com- 
mittee being divided into a majority and minority. 
to be assumed that the whole committee was engagedin acommon 
purpose, for acommon end, and that was simply to elicit the fruth. 

Subsequently the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] 
upon this floor said that all the witnesses except two had been 
summoned at the instance of the minority, and those two at the 
instance of the majority. 
Senate against the use of such language, but as it has been per- 
sisted in by Senators upon the other side of the Chamber, I finally 
concluded I would accept it. 
had been a little earlier and a little more zealous, might have 
stopped the use of such language. 


He | 


I said it ought | 


of the committee did not summon him for no other reason that I 
‘an see, except that he had no testimony to give. 

Senators say we have admitted that this investigation is a farce, 
Mr. President, it is a farce, because it has been one sided. The 
committee has done everything in its power to prevent any wit- 
nesses coming before the committee except such witnesses ag 
would testify to suit the Administration. So long as we were 
content to have witnesses like Governor Taft and General Otis 
and General MacArthur and Admiral Dewey, all summoned at 
the instance of the minority, they were willing and eager to pro- 
ceed with the testimony; but the very moment the testimony 
began to develop showing these outrages in the Philippine Islands, 
the gentlemen of the majority became eager to suppress the in- 
vestigation. 

Mr. President, I say the only thing we need to consider now is 
whether or not we shall continue this investigation. There has 


| been a list of witnesses, as the chairman stated, as long as his 


I again protested upon the floor of this | 


arm before that committee for weeks and weeks, and not a sub- 
poena has been issued for a single one of them. In my opinion 
the only reason they have not been subpoenaed is because the 


| majority of the committee did not want their testimony. 


The Senator from Wisconsin, if he | 
| tigations which have been conducted in the Philippines. 
The Senators upon this side | 


have simply fallen into the habit set by the Senators upon the | 


other in that regard. We shall try not to copy some of their 
habits in other particulars. 

As I have said before, no man upon this side of the Chamber 
has assailed the Army. 
been made. have come from the Administration and its friends. 
Why, Mr. President, we have had put forward and sent out by 
the Secretary of War a statement made by General Otis and by 
General Funston, to the effect that we must not accept any of 
these stories that come from soldiers in the Philippine Islands, be- 
cause they are in the habit of ‘‘ drawing the long bow;”’ they are 
in the habit of exaggerating things; or, in other words, we must 
not believe the American soldier because he is in the habit of 
slandering the American Army. That is the defense that has 
been made by the Secretary of War and by the Administration. 


| 


The assaults upon the Army, if such have | 


Mr. President, attacks have not been made upon the Army. | 


The witnesses who have been before the committee were soldiers 
in the American Army. The Senator from Massachusetts now 
for the first time—I do not believe the Senator would have done 
it at an earlier day in this session—intimates that a number of 
these witnesses have not spoken the truth. Why, Mr. President, 
we had one witness before the committee, Sergeant Riley. The 
War Department had made a public statement in regard to the 
letter which had been written by this soldier, giving evidence of 
the water torture in the Philippine Islands, and the Secretary of 
War had said that Sergeant Riley, and all the officers of his regi- 


ment had said, that there was no truth in it; that Riley himself | 
had retracted the statement; and a report was made by an Army | 
officer, who professed to have questioned Riley, who said that | 


Riley had admitted that he had never seen this torture committed 
by any members of his regiment. 

Riley was brought before the committee, and the fact was de- 
veloped, and admitted to be true by every member of the com- 
mittee, that the officer when he examined Riley had asked him if 
he had seen the water torture committed by his regiment or any 
members of his regiment, and he said no, but he had seen it com- 
mitted by others. The officer making the examination left out 
the latter part of the statement and reported the other, and the 
Secretary of War gave that statement to the country, branding 
this honorable soldier as a slanderer and a liar. He was brought 


before our committee and testified to the real truth in that case, | 


and other witnesses were brought as to the administration of the 
water torture, until the majority of the committee said that it was 
not worth while to call any more witnesses. They admitted the 
truth of his statement. 

These soldiers told all about the application of the water torture. 
They told about the wholesale burning of towns, not for retalia- 
tion, because they said that in the five towns occupied by their 
company there had not been a single murder committed upon an 
American soldier or a single act of violence committed upon an 
American soldier until after the water torture and the burning 
of towns began. The Senator from Massachusetts now, by vague 


insinuation, seeks to cast discredit upon these witnesses, yet, as a 
matter of fact, the Senator from Massachusetts himself admitted 
in committee that their testimony was true; and he said it was 
not worth while to call any other witnesses to prove these facts. 


I called attention the other day to the character of the inves- 
The 
Senator from Maryland alluded to the case of Lieutenant Arnold, 
of whom he spoke in the highest terms. He is the officer who 
was charged with having perpetrated the most cruel and inhuman 
torture upon an absolutely innocent man, subjecting hia to the 
water torture, hanging him by the thumbs, and beating his naked 
body until the blood ran down, and the Army officer charged 
with the investigation reported that the charges were true. 

Now, the War Department has ordered one Colonel Crowder 
to conduct another investigation of that matter. What sort of 
an investigation we may expect from Colonel Crowder may be 
judged from the kind of investigation he conducted in another 
case; and that was where an officer and some soldiers were charged 
with murdering Filipino prisoners. It was proved beyond a doubt 
that the Filipino prisoners were murdered. The report indicated 
that Captain Bishop had been a party to the execution of those 
prisoners. It was proved that a private by the name of Putnam 
had been one of the parties who had killed the prisoners under 
orders, and the recommendation was made that Putnam be tried 
by court-martial. When it came to Crowder, the man who is now 
investigating the Arnold case—he is, assistant judge-advocate- 
general—he reported the following; 

The offense of Private Putnam, if he has committed one, is manslaughter. 
His only defense would be a lawful order of his superior officer. If put on 
trial, it is probable that facts would develop implicating many others. I 
doubt the propriety of his trial, and am of the opinion that considerations of 
public Pp licy. sufficiently grave to silence every other demand, require that 
no further action be taken in this case. 

There was an investigation by Crowder, and he deliberately 
recommended that the private be not court-martialed, not be- 
cause he cared anything for the private, but upon the express 
ground that if he were court-martialed his defense would be that 
he had orders from his superior officers, and that the facts de- 
veloped would implicate many of them. I say that all the inves- 
tigations over there have been farces, utter farces. That is why 
I say there ought to be an honest investigation somewhere, and 
it ought to be conducted by a committee of this Senate. We 
have developed a number of important facts, and there is other 
testimony to be had of a very important character. The com- 
mittee have refused to meet during the sessions of the Senate, 
and the only way to deal with the subject is to have the commit- 
tee meet during the recess of the Senate. That, I say, is the only 
question to be considered. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in 
executive session, the doors were reopened. 

RECESS. 

Mr. KEAN (at 4 o’clock and 37 minutes p. m.). 
the Senate take a recess until 5 o’clock p. m. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess 
(at 5 o'clock) the Senate reassembled. 

STATEMENTS OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire at this time to ask to 
have printed in the Recorp two or three statements, all relating 


I move that 
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to appropriations for the current fiscal year. They have been The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks 
carefully prepared by the clerks of the Committees on Appropria- | that certain papers in relation to appropriations be printed in the 
tions of the House and Senate, and they are therefore accurate. | RecorD and also as a document. The Chair hears no objection, 
I ask that they may be printed in the Recorp, and also printed | and the order is made. 

as a document. The statements referred to are as follows: 





Chronological history of appropriation bills, first session of the Fifty-seventh Congress; estimates and appropriations for the fiscal year 1902-3, and appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year 1901-2. 


[Prepared by the clerks to the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and House of Representatives. ] 





































































































Reported to the House.| Passed the House. Reported to the Senate.|; Passed the Senate 
Title. Estimates, 1903.) - _ ja Ce 
Date. | Amount. Date. Amount. Date. Amount. | Date. | Amount. 
cee ee ee ee rere een oe - 
| ime. | | 1902. 12. | 192. 
A gti Co cedabkaiy inatewediivseniarsine | $5, 509,540.00 | Apr. 21 | $5,159,070.00 | Apr. 30 | $5,114,540.00 | May 10 | $5,249,680.00 | May 13 | $5,249,680.00 
APIDY 2 ocnccccnessc sancoe ccccce cevsss cece cee 99, 289, 982.08 | Mar. 20 90, 880, 136.41 | Mar. 27 90, 880,136.41 | May 7 92, 385,136.41 | May 10 92, 385, 136. 41 
Diplomatic and consular..............-...-. 2, 088,578.76 | Feb. 18 1, 933,078.76 | Feb, 28 | 1,929,828.76 | Mar. 6 1, 962, 385.69 | Mar. 7 1, 964, 025. 69 
District of Columbia ®..........-......2.--] 7, 826,016.00 | Apr. 26 7, 867,054.97 | May 2 7,897,210.97 | June 13 9, 848, 673.97 | June 14 9, 894, 373. 97 
Wor tts cncnweldete Sdeced sccsiacens dude | 16,399,308.60 | Apr. 3 6, 562,455.00 | Apr. 19 6, 562,455.00 | May 10 7,946,481.00 May 15 7,246, 481.00 
INGIRE cccoccccsncusewocecesecees cesses cocece 7, 124,271.09 | Feb. 14 8, 636,625.69 | Feb. 21 | 8, 675,129.06 Apr. 1 9, 621,219.36 Apr. 5 9, 488, 219. 36 
L OIIORs GE ates citeriacdansucensiescss | 25,623,533.16 | Feb. 5 | 25,175,569.90 | Feb. 7 | 25,174,699.90 | Mar. 4| 25,490,195.50| Mar. 5 | 25, 490,545.50 
Mites y DARE cnccccniawer nieniiwewtaciva | 898,812.42 | Apr. 15 3, 627, 324.42 | Apr. 22 2, 627,324.42 May 16 2, 627,: June 6 2, 627, 324. 42 
NOV G ncaccnce cewsrn thei ston Sevees encdenncsece | 98,910,984.63 | Apr. 28 77,659, 386.683 | May 19 | 77,619, 933.13 | June 3| 78,166, 8 June 10 | 79,351, 238 
PomGOll cic ccc osest Sksene cnccncusccesecuntens | 139,846,480.00 | Jan. 10 | 139,842, 230.00 | Jan. 15 2,230.00 | Jan. 20 | 139,842 Feb. 7 | 139,842, 2 
Posh Miike bre vccceiinécndnsbebetens 576.00 | Feb. 14 187, 916,598.75 | Mar. 14 é 3,598.75 | Apr. 8 | 138, 466,757.35 Apr. 10 138,496, 757.35 
Rivet’ GE EE wekscunnds mdberictoadadten ¢ 23, 123,200.00 | Mar.10 24, 219,107.00 | Mar. 21 | 24,219,107.00 | Apr. 11 | 28,910,942.00 | Apr. 21 29, 045, 942. 00 
Sandee COU x wadascsasnensdcwesenaces0eencce 457,604,715.78 | Mar. 28 | 49,323,895.98 | Apr. 2 | 49,813,695.73 | Apr. 16 | 52,719,943.13 | May 5 | 56, 361, 904.13 
WS di nt viancints agenda caiteededies cake 618, 927,008.47 |......... 578, 802, 588.26 |.......... 578, 272, 860.13 |.......... 593, 237, 806.96 |. ..... | 598, 113, 857. 96 
Un I pick cednanbncksenscccvewonts Jan. 18 16, 704, 230.54 | Jan. 24 17, 076,470.54 | Feb. 3) 20,239,620.83 | Feb. 5 , 255, 176. 83 
Additional urgent deficiency .............. Apr. 3 192,737.39 | Apr. 4 200,567.39 | Apr. 5 | 200,567.39 | Apr. 5 200, 567.39 
DG. cacn eeannthande netkabenieairensees .|p *30,000,000.00 4 Apr. 14 66, 200.00 | Apr. 14 66,200.00 | Apr. 15 66,200.00 | Apr. 15 | 75, 200. 00 
DD. duivdne acca nad oder sks wn tedneiwer May 20 $1,000.00 | May 20 | 81,000.00 | May 23 178,500.00 | May 23 | 178, 500. 00 
Deficiency, 1902, and prior years....... wits June 14 4,951,317.33 | June 18 4,951, 384.31 | June 25 8, 420,910. 80 | June 26 8, 575, 122. 69 
IN ic kta eed diced tae viotaien ohio 648, 927,098.47 |........-- | 600, 798, 018.52 |..........| 600,648, 481.37 |.......... 622, 343, 605.98 |........- | 627, 398, 424. 87 
MiscelRUR Sjcece sada beed ares wine can > ©3, 500, 000.00 |. 2.22. sucess qeboaavenn we dickdaldadh hdeiRuadiaielsleabhein cetaiitap mdidade drei Sin tteaiiiitarinen . 
ga a eda ais taal peed alduea bese babiddeeesincacns dudddacdddlendadpnesststadenéedene tate ocmnaekan 
Jothenieeh CRIN & cue ten niedtenleracktbenes teen danse ndouns 
Permanent annual appropriations -......- | cietcicieieieiseieieistatd bebeiaaeieieted iaiaiiet 
Grand total, regular and permanent | 
annual appropriations ............. | 776,348,318. 47 |.........- petestnnnstncyys te |oneceewncceecnce|--nseeeeee Fastentncntenemielameonnsirs 
Law, 1902-3. Law, 1901-2. 
Title. eens ‘ . 
Date. Amount. Amount 
1902. 
Ds cited cad pardilntnddedacen narchibinettand th absmminkeaencdes ene wed depabbEnevoncsncwesonencaetad |} June 3 $5, 208, 960. 00 $4, 582, 420.00 
APE .cittnb cise a heck iaint slats ninnebeaaeasete pend guientbaghnhdeoncs hGhénh chedeccandcena suneeecousdel June 30 91, 530, 136. 41 115, 734, 049. 10 
Se ST he nc dcus bibs Caguabbtcnadhdhdintehentnee sheuyenvas cnqnhdongentecadsnd scene seceives saccnseocpal cane 1, 957 , 925. 69 1, 849, 428.76 
RE Gir cil attra cin nuhcaawtcns Nebeenedtinn cadets ictecautaiel eaten ea nite neal atid es abla es es dinaceambabiotuonrerelintantincaani-icdictaales July 1 8, 547, 526. 97 8, 502, 269. 4 
pale enor Cee ited ln ccc du dnn dune Seanad kdedekb aieedbtannbtabnobees ababbubddecdedcncccdaneehectete June 6 7, 298, 955. 00 7, 364,011.00 
DRGIA ..cucad totale aatenmasnidenth bscitmhgbvcksakesnieeeteibienteke ene albeit ceiinds inthe a ened aitiaiatae Jsa dena ee i ..| May 27 9, 143, 902.58 9, 747, 471.09 
Ne i le ee tee ei alee deen ce elnmnd inmebadiedadl Apr. 28 25, 398. 381. 50 24,594, 968. 85 
RENE Se eiterenidn dat ncadichs Sig tae antec honmhamA bad setinh deeehndied ig dee ndesdentensaseanereenpahineens ent June 28 2, 627, 324. 42 772, 653. 68 
OY .....catutalcadeer ai anh dbdisix bo hadd dllbdeh ced > ubbbdebekek eddies tadenpndweennnanieraokeewedeoth SE July 1 78, 678, 9638.13 78,101, 791. 00 
SPOUT... ana ie tnann tena. 5 cade ata, diet in sa EE Ealen tigpd newneeenstaiatetaenndekahbamatenaabeonneanns maddee Mar. 10 139, 842, 230.00 | 145, 245, 230. 00 
ICO a ka eR I a he cis gin SN Sep Shae aeieeduaed embivitheeen. aoektis Apr. 21 138, 416, 598. 75 123, 782, 688. 75 
wt OU I iis hr a eh en oenns it ee ieushins gegheh Mee ahead andabaninatawsbnebtasncnenensecete June 13 £26, 726, 442. 00 £ 
SUN GN Rotts dealt eine at Ghats a. Bhan cesnetaniiind hinge banaasd aeeeaktaeehd Sea~ns coetiséinennenss vances cies June 28 b 60, 125, 359.13 161, 795, 608, 21 
ete os. ica wuadhibasah nec seastheosuns deeds cnnses Kbdneunnseosce Sactiadas liad iteteatutniss alent aerate silts aindiael ; 595, 502, 705. 58 582, 072, 890. 38 
Canara ae i ch in cinesnaibenive bkebudadesquscandnesnd deen counsesncescneqseneeeces Feb. 14 20, 383, 866. 83 
A i oe ees, dicate behind centia cusdenteneccesbikacchpcgbsanccessdessccnedsnt MOLE 567. 39 
DO... sangiestind Rubies hoGis eae Ce beeiSdewaiens odieddkeuns cate etoedonuee Seiad aie deans abel iecebibiaieidnenacbah dalled tntiaaeesaa ..--| Apr. 22 200. 00 15, 917, 446. $4 
BO caceieae i tect a I ss Seca WEsEUEiRp esecedenhasenss cacd ucoadenneestonwccsts June 2 00 
eG cheea e  e cckrn nan bisbenabans sundaindndasawecskeesnsseu eetenusonesecncceeenesseueneenececscns July 1 20 
I cack a a a ia ali ei eae MARES SERENE NReNReSEdNRAhelacaees ance HRadéehiocasavens 00 597, 990,387. 32 
Re a co sane eked aba On End beaten ances econ cube Sasens aeceeceseccalencacseses 2,600, 000. 00 7,990, 018. 67 
ee I ii icine cdecnbanns deavndwdanituanasaesuacssseeronrccecesessscseccenesecsanfeoes senses 626, 142, 617.00 605, 980, 355. 90 
J ER aN NS tl AR a SE aS eee a ad es ease ena tia a dieal Cia a an neal 50), 130, 000. 00 
Fe RI on sid irenc a hesidigshaebhas nib a heeduy une sa eRlenesinn Ones awensesebesthenapasowesadtac|pionuainds 123, 921,220.00 | * 124,354, 220.00 
Grand total, regular and permanent annual appropriations -...............-.-.---------------------------e0-- Rn aidebletoats 1800, 193,837.00 | ™ 730,388,575. 99 \ 
| 
ARRCU Oe i in iendnidskb oeersesaweetsesnuién tundeh nash Ndssesoedaeunnsamiine atabeeectséess $580, 000, 000. 00 
DO a I gts baba teen cence caine dct ccsscccscccnssncdecnneendavassins saasdeensnaeesepennahilinne ----- 132,020,630. 00 
Bo a cists dated enh orkedaiekcetnenédued cuahantaninwnnentaneshcockuaserssaeebrednans souk 712, 020, 630. 00 


"One-half of the amounts for the District of Columbia payable by the United States, except amounts for the water department (estimated for 1908 at 
$326,016), which are payable from the revenues of the water department. 
» Includes all expenses of the postal service payable from postal revenues and out of the Treasury. 
on — amount is exclusive of $5,489,377.50 to meet contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improvements included in the sundry civil estimates 
‘ This amount includes $5,489,377.50 to meet contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improvements for 1903. 
* This amount is approximated. 
_ In addition to this amount, the sum of $5,768,757.50 is appropriated in the sundry civil act to carry out contracts authorized by law for river and harbor 
improvements for 1908, making in all $32,495, 199.50 for rivers and harbors for 1908. : 
_ ®No river and harbor bill passed for 1902, but the sum of $7,046,623 is appropriated in the sundry civil act to carry out contracts authorized by law for 
river and harbor improvements for 1902. 
* This amount includes $5,768,757.50 to carry out contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improvements for 1908. 
'This amount includes $7,046,623 to ca out contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improvements for 1902. i y 
_* This is the amount submitted b the feoretery of the Treasury in the annual estimates for the fiscal year 1902, the exact amount appropriated not 
being ascertainable until two years after the close of the fiscal year. was 
_. | In addition to this amount contracts are authorized to be entered into, subject to future appropriations by Congress, as follows: By the District of 
Columbia act, $2,118,405; by the Military Academ act, $3,500,000; by the naval act, $18,306,000; by the river and harbor act, $38,336,160; by the sundry civil 
in all, goo pra the urgent deficiency act, $550,000; by miscellaneous acts, including the public buildings act, $15,946,050; by the isthmian canal act, $180,000,000; 
all, oe 
a addition” to this amount, contracts are authorized to be entered into, subject to future appropriations by Conarens, as follows: By the District of 
ose act, $498,500; by the naval act, $1,884,640; by the sundry civil act, $82,500; by the act of March 3, 1901 (public buildings act), $2,259,000; in all, 
,224,640, 





7750 

















CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Comparison of appropriations, fiscal years 1908 and 1902. 
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; i Increase , 1903 Decrease. 1903 
> » mh 
Title | Law, 1903. Law, 1902. over 1902. under 1902. 
= = aE EE a ae | ee, es a — 
| 
sic a i ON aS eet ie | $5, 208,960.00 | $4,582, 420.00 oun. eneet 
Army al a a all | 91,530, 136.41 | 115, 734,049.10 |................| $24,208,912. 69 
eee ee ee aN TE st cen tau ninja eeiniateaalt alana ie ere 1, 957 , 925. 69 1, 849, 428. 76 NS Bee sentices sss. js 
District of Columbia § 547, 526. 97 8, 502, 269. 94 45,267.48 |........ ; 7 
TEP EEIEEENOID ... ..«0.0..00ucmncenetnnindouihinbnimnsittpnivetenyhdahaaidienineiod atin dtinentti amen niaiiba 08, 955. 00 I i nn in ceadtlien 65,055. 00 
TUIIEE 5a) <ningriaiibanagichuntimionncownpebe a piheneemiiimats thneey nes then nintitheeet Matta baiaie sein 3, 902. 58 EE Se casos wnatadmanll 603, 568,51 
sa. TITS a. a icine tecnica papain pntaedintiictndieadlatsiadl asad ag heerttiaeetngemaainhaaaeniabhenamanmiaeaidael , 381.50 | 24, 504, 968. 85 Se ee 
Military Academy ...............- 27 , B24. 42 772, 653. 68 EN OE Dewdivsnscas ns... 
Navy : . 968.13 | 78,101, 791.00 677, 172.38 }........ 5 
I Ne ele 2, 230.00 | 145, 245, 290.00 |................ 5, 403, 000.00 
i.” aE 3,598.75 | 123, 782,688.75 ce & % } aeaeeel 
River and harbor _.-..... EE ED 1b nintek eines einioh dares 26, 726, 442.00 |......- 2.0. 
I Gn ect won ses cvenswenentccns ce cntnuneynsednins eneeeibn Senwecksen Sense ethhytiaeds =essensa 60, 125, 359.13 | 61,706, 908.21 /................ 1, 670, 549. 08 
OS es Ee ER eee ee | 595, 502, 705.58 | 582,072,890.38 | 45,375,901.48 | 31,946, 088. 28 
das cs nie alma sca epeninenhgieamntaaateidon Rann ihaeier | 28,089,911.42 | 15,917,446.94 | 12, 122, 464. 48 [onsee . al 
Ee ks Er ae a ad 623, 542, 617.00 | 507,990,337.82 | 57,498,365.96 | 31,946, 086.2 
IID, aa ttieeinittieabeait es temeser denies Gideemamieiininenaities dnbinds Aamdeneli amin matns aeipella 2, 600, 000. 00 ELLIE Tcctstenieerbaibiniibincnies 5, 390, 018. 67 
Total regular aunwal appropriates q......2.-.. 222 nce cetow nes wnon cocccsncevessonsesescececass 626, 142,617.00 | 605,980,355. 99 57, 498, 365. 96 87,336. 104. 85 
a Eo os pipet tnesinaedinis pian tenancies ini ineeainen JA 4 30 | eee | 50, 130,000.00 |_...... ars 
Permanent aummel QUTORTIRRIORS. ......00.20.~ <cnccnnccennenscesencccccnnsescocccceocsuneccesanseseses 128, 921, 220.00 | 124, 358,220.00 |.....-...-.-.... 437,000.00 
Grand total, regular and permanent annual appropriations --.-.....--....-..---------------- | 800, 193, 837.00 | 730,338,575.99 | 107, 628, 365. 96 37, 73, 104 % 
Se es ee Janwonencer concn 69, 855, 261. 01 I ce e is 5 
Ber Comparison of appropriations for the fiscal years 1903, 1902, 1901. 1900, and 1899. ail? oo - 
aa ; Fiscal year Fiscal year Fiscal year Fiscal year | Fiscal y: or : 
Title of act. 1908. | 1902. 1901. 1900. | 180, 

z = ei ae } Pree ; ee: A ae i", 
DDD 6. cciieiinttincnts cmecetetdbsaeketinnniimnntbapieeioeanarel 5, 208,960.00 | $4,582,420.00 | $4,028,500.00 | $3,726, 022.00 $3, 509, 202. 00 
Army ON ee oe ee ie og a ke 91,530, 136.41 | 115,734,049. 10 | 114, 220;095.55 | 80;,430,204.08 | 33° 193° 392.00 
I BE I i csissn cs c:ccctenntiinnnaennniiaticinngieinnee pée~intinigiiangi adial 1, 957, 925. 69 1, 849, 428. 76 1,771, 168. 76 1,714, 533. 76 1, 752, 208. 76 
SN SO SEI snc ssi stomvanes nin imien scones clgnle lated cement aeaeenaal aerials hiner 8, 547, 526. 97 8, 502, 269. 94 7, 577, 369. 31 6, 834,535. 77 6, 426, 880. 07 
NN sisson iheoenalcare tl nls tilde sania intent acted dain nin tla 7, 298, 955. 00 7, 364,011. 00 7, 383, 628. 00 4, 909, 902. 00 9, 377, 494. 00 
DTIINIIN. «ca tnrdibich nimenkniniahanittine wanngn taens bbeibeinninn tamaeain 9, 148, £02.58 9, 747, 471.09 8, 197, 989. 24 7,504, 775. 81 7, 673, 854.90 
NI I 0 ns asi cei bdinkin eedes dieeeelaieaeneeee 25, 398,381.50 | 24,594,968.85 | 24,175,652.53 | 23,410,840. 79 21, 625, 846.65 
SINT ARGRIIIINININII.--. «ccceecencpnonsilistscnsnhinin sis wtincaje wiiesatiadh taal alialiaatiaigit aiinte titeaain aa iaiatal 2, 627, 824. 42 772, 653. 68 674, 906. 67 575, 774. 47 458, 689. 28 
SS 30s ndthnintitlinkhhn nkbinnogninnaphiinintte neh behmiebehe abn weninnnampenihaghineg iad 78, 678, 963.13 | 78,101,791.00 65, 140, 916. 67 48, 099, 969. 58 56, 098, 783. 68 
ee a cniseh atamedlinb dopow b wires sean eapeeibapa Sarelgin itches tenn esha 139, 842, 280.00 | 145, 245,230.00 | 145, 245,230.00 | 145,233, 830.00 141, 233, 830. 00 
a eiandeasn ebb eis dadend eins uamiene availa | 138, 416,598.75 | 123, 782,688.75 | 113,658, 238.75 | 105,634,138. 75 99, 222, 200.75 
I a cena i itmbas mabelal wats bianetinbamaainne eC En ccnrneews aces! 560, 000. 00 16, 091, 841.94 |.......... ‘ 
sk cashtlstaiaines ey oettaiiapeiniines tage oad aimimaias oennciatarns cuban inginalnictaneas oma 60, 125, 359.13 61, 795, 908. 21 65, 319,915.45 | 48,385, 980. 86 48, 490, 212. 26 

ae ee _...--| 505,502, 705.58 | 582,072, 890.38 | 557, 948,010.98 | 492,552, 299.79 | 419,062, 604. £0 
cata ii, cai pee tececenliaiiebmnaibic tae ments bd Mea aietniakinn sab sasstves dotriotiah eran 28, 039, 911. 42 15, 917, 446. 94 15, 688, 330. 61 25, 005, 912. 26 B49, 772, 389.06 
a a ew apiemnnnins -| 623,542, 617.00 | 597,990, 837. 32 | 573, 636,341.54 | 517,558,212.05 | 768, 835, 084. 26 
Miscellaneous 2, 600, 000. 00 7, 990, 018. 67 8, 802, 301. 34 28, 744, 590. 24 6,560, 311.29 
Total regular aummal enpropriations. ........< c.cces ceccse occnce coerce cccnescces 626, 142,617.00 | 605, 980, 355. 99 577, 438, 642.88 | 546,302,802.29 | 775,305, 305.55 
a i li dialed cna uns leaning il ati occcceceeene| 50, 130,000.00 |............-..- | cae ilashintaestiten ile ieee sca tindicn ==: ; 
Prorenestens Gms MBO IIOIS . 6 oo wren < ccene so cnwe concneneccse cocces covecscecces 123, 921, 220.00 | 124, 358,220.00 | 132,712, 220.00 128, 678, 220.00 | 117,836, 220.00 


Grand total regular and permanent annual appropriations - -.-.....-- 


—— a _ aes 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolu- 
tions, and they were thereupon signed by the President pro tem- 
pore: 

: A bill (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the administration 
of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and 
for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 4546) to provide certain souvenir medals for the bene- 
fit of the Washington Monument Association, of Alexandria, Va.; 


A bill (S. 5587) for the relief of Ann Eliza Isabella Von Hemert; | 


A bill (S. 6016) for the suppression of train robbery in the Ter- 
ritories of the United States and elsewhere, and for other pur- 
,OSCS; 

A bill (H. R. 14046) making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 4346) to amend section 2743 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, concerning the examination of drugs; 


A bill (H. R. 14244) authorizing the President to reserve pub- | 


lic lands and buildings in the island of Porto Rico for public 
uses, and granting other public lands and buildings to the gov- 
ernment of Porto Rico, and for other purposes; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 8) construing the act approved June 
27, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and sail- 


ors who are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, | 


and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and de- 
pendent parents,’’ and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 23) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to furnish condemned cannon for a statue of the late Maj. Gen. 
Alexander Macomb, United States Army. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 
a ALLISON and Mr. COCKRELL appeared at the bar of 

the Senate, and 

Mr. ALLISON said: Mr. President, the committee selected by 


-- esse} 800,198, 837.00 | 








| 730, 338, 575.99 | 710, 150, 862. 88 674, 981, 022.29 | 893, 231, 615.55 


| the Senate to join a like committee of the House of Representa- 

tives to wait upon the President and inform him if he had no fur- 
| ther communication to make to the two Houses they were ready 
| toadjourn, have performed that duty. In response the President 
| informed us that he had no further communication to make to 
the two Houses, 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


| A message from the President of the United States by Mr. B. 
| F. Barnes, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on July 1 approved and signed the following acts and joint 
| resolutions: 

An act (S. 3896) to amend section 3394 of the Revised Statutes 
| of the United States relating to tobabcco: 

An act (S. 5956) to provide for the allotment of the lands of 
| the Cherokee Nation, for the disposition of town sites therein, 

and for other purposes; 

An act (8. 6196) to regulate the sale of viruses, serums, toxins, 
and analogous products in the District of Columbia, to regulate 

| interstate traffic in said articles, and for other purposes; 

An act (S. 6232) for the relief of I. I. Barber: ; 

| Anact (S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the administration 
| of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and 
| for other purposes; 

| An act (S. 4139) to diminish the number of appraisers at the 
| port of Philadelphia and Boston, and for other purposes; 

An act (S. 6016) for the suppression of train robbery in the 
Territories of the United States and elsewhere, and for other 
| purposes; 
| An act (S. 4815) to grant certain lands to the South Platte 

Canal and Reservoir Company; 

An act (S. 4546) to provide certain souvenir medals for the 
benefit of the Washington Monument Association, of Alexan- 
dria, Va.; ’ 

An act (S. 5587) for the relief of Anna Eliza Isabella Von 
Hemert; 
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A joint resolution (S. R. §) construing the act approved June 27, 
1890. entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors 
who are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and 
providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent 
parents, and for others; ”’ 

A joint resolution (S. R. 23) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to furnish condemned cannon for a statue of the late Maj. Gen. 
Alexander Macomb, United States Army; 

A joint resolution (8. R. 113) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to furnish condemned cannon for a monument to the soldiers of 
Worcester County, Mass., who served in the war for the Union, 
to be surmounted by an equestrian statue of the late Maj. Gen. 
Charles Devens, United States Volunteers: 

A joint resolution (8. R. 120),providing for the removal of shoal 
in North River of New York -Harbor; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 123) for the relief of Naval Cadet 
William Victor Tomb, United States Navy; and 

A joint resolution (8S. R. 180) authorizing certain temporary 
repairs to the Aqueduct Bridge, District of Columbia. 

THANKS TO THE PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I present a resolution and 
ask for its present consideration. It gives me very great pleas- 
ure to offer it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The resolution will be read for the information of the Senate. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are hereby ‘tendered to Hon. 
Wi._uiAM P. Prvyx for the dignified, impartial,.and courteous manner in 
which he has presided over its deliberations during the present session. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. 
The resolution was unanimously agreed ‘to. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


The hour of 5 o’clock and 30 minutes having arrived, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore said: Senators, the resolution 
just adopted by you is very grateful tome. My duties as Presid- 
ing Officer have been very agreeable and comparatively easy, 
through you, and my debt is'to you rather than yours to me. 

I hope our dear Lord will keep you all during the coming vaca- 
tion and permit you to return in strength and health for the 
duties of public life once more. 

Senators, the hour has arrived for the adjournment under the 
concurrent resolution passed, and the Chair declares the Senate 
adjourned sine die. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 1, 1902, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Medical Department. 


Maj. Blair D. Taylor, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-general 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, June 30, 1902, vice Winne, 
retired from: active service. 

Capt. Frank R. Keefer, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with 
the rank of major, June 30, 1902, vice Taylor, promoted. 

Lieut. Col. Alfred C. Girard, deputy surgeon-general, to be 
assistant surgeon-general with the rank of colonel, June.28, 1902, 
vice Forwood, appointed Surgeon-General. 

Maj. Henry 8. Turrill. surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-general 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, June 28, 1902, vice Girard, 
promoted. . 

Capt. Euclid B. Frick, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with 
the rank of major, June 28, 1902, vice Turrill, promoted. 

Cavalry Arm. 

Lient. Col. Allen Smith, First Cavalry, to be colonel, June 28, 
1902, vice Wint, Sixth Cavalry, appointed brigadier-general. 

Maj. Henry W. Sprole, Eighth Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, June 28, 1902, vice Smith, First Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. William A. Shunk, Eighth Cavalry, to be major, June 
#8. 1902, vice Sprole, Eighth Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Alexander M. Miller, jr., Ninth Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain, June 20, 1902, vice Blunt, Fifteenth Cavalry, retired from 
active service. 

First Lieut. Charles B. Drake, First Cavalry, to be captain, 
June 28, 1902, vice Shunk, Eighth Cavalry, promoted. 

Infantry Arm. 


Lieut. Col. John F. Stret¢éh, Twenty-Eighth Infantry, to be 
colonel, June 28, 1902, vice Baldwin, Twenty-seventh Infantry, 
appointed brigadier-general, United States Army. 

Lieut. Col. William P. Rogers, Twenty-second Infantry, to be 
colonel, June 28, 1902, vice Lee, Thirtieth Infantry, appointed 
brigadier-general, United States Army. 

Maj. Charles A. Williams, Seventeenth Infantry, to be lieuten- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


W511 


ant-colonel, June 28, 1902, vice Stretch, Twenty-eighth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Maj. Marion P. Maus, Second Infantry, to »e lieuntenant-colo- 
nel, June 28, 1902, vice Rogers, Twenty-second Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Capt. James A. Maney, Fifteenth Infantry, to be major (sub- 
ject ‘to examination :required by law), June 28, 1902, vice Wil- 
liams, Seventeenth Infantry, promoted. 

First ‘Lieut. John G. Workizer, Second Infantry, to be captain, 
June 23, 1902, vice French, Fourth Infantry, detailed as quarter- 
master. 

First Lieut. Charles H. Bridges, Twenty-second Infantry, to be 
captain, June 28, 1902, vice Maney, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Richard Henry Creel, a citizen of Missouri, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade), 
to filla vacancy existing in that grade. 

Pay Inspector John B. Redfield, to be a pay director in the 
Navy with the rank of captain, from the 10th day of April, 1902 
(subject to the examinations required by law), vice Pay Director 
Frank.C. Cosby, retired. 

Passed Assistant Paymaster Timothy 8. O'Leary, to be a pay- 
master in'the Navy with the rank of lieutenant, from the 10th 
day of April, 1902 (snhject to the examinations required by law), 
vice Paymaster William W. Galt, promoted. 

Assistant Payniaster George M. Stackhouse, to be a passed as- 
sistant paymaster in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior 
grade), from the 10th day of April,1902 (subject to the examina- 
tions required by law), viee Passed Assistant Paymaster John 
H. Merriam, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster Grey Skipwith, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade), 
from the 10th day of April, 1902 (subject to the examinations re- 
quired by law), vice Passed Assistant Paymaster Timothy S. 
O’ Leary, promoted. 

Pay Inspector Henry T..B. Harris, to be a pay director in the 
Navy with the rank of captain, from the 13th day of June, 1902, 
vice Pay Director Henry M. Denniston, retired. 

The following-named assistant paymasters to have the rank of 
lieutenant (junior grade) in the Navy, from the ist day of July, 
1902, viz: 

Jonathan Brooks. 

Eugene F. Hall. 

Dexter Tiffany, jr. 

Franklin P. Sackett. 

David M. Addison. 

William T. Wallace, 

Victor S. Jackson. 

John R. Sanford. 

Herbert E. Stevens. 

Charles R. O’Leary. 

Charles W. Eliason, 

Cuthbert J. Cleborne. 

Philip W. Delano. 

John D. Robnett. 

Stewart Rhodes. 

George W. Pigman, jr, 

Perry G. Kennard. 

George W. Reeves, jr. 

Walter T. Camp. 

Ray Spear. 

Christian J. Peoples. 


Ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) in the Navy. 


Harry E. Yarnell. 

Harlan P. Perrill (subject to the examinations required by law). 

David E. Theleen (subject to the examinations required by 
law). 

Daniel 8S. Mahoney (subject to the examinations required by 
law). 

Arthur J. Hepburn (subject to the examinations required by 
law). 

Needham L. Jones. 

Thomas C. Hart (subject to the examinations required by law). 

Alfred W. Pressey (subject to the examinations required by 
law). 

William R. White. 

William H. Reynolds (subject to the examinations required by 
law). 

Cyrus R. Miller (subject to the examinations required by law). 

Orin G. Murfin (subject to the examinations required by law). 

Leonard R. Sargent (subject to the examinations required by 
law). 

Luther M. Overstreet (subject to the examinations required by 
law). 
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Victor S. Houston (subject to the examinations required by 
law). 

David F. Boyd (subject to the examinations required by law). 

Gilbert Chase. 

Louis C. Richardson (subject to the examinations required by 
law). 

Walton R. Sexton (subject to the examinations required by 
law). 

Waiter M. Falconer (subject to the examinations required by 
law). 

Joseph W. Graeme (subject to the examinations required by 
law). 

Albert H. McCarthy (subject to the examinations required by 
law). 

Frederic R. Holman (subject to the examinations required by 
law). 

Henry N. Jenson (subject to the examinations required by law). 

William D. Leahy (subject to the examinations required by 
law). 


Andrew T. Graham (subject to the examinations required by | 


law). 
‘ Arthur St. Clair Smith (subject to the examinations required 
”y law). 
Peter L. Pratt (subject to the examinations required by law). 
Oscar D. Duncan (subject to the examinations required by law). 
Willis McDowell (subject to the examinations required by law). 
Austin Kautz (subject to the examinations required by law). 
Charles T. Owens. 
Hilary Williams (subject to the examinations required by law). 
ee W. Henderson (subject to the examinations required 
yy law). 
William C. Asserson. 
Clarence S. Kempff (subject to the examinations required by 
aw). 
Alfred C. Owen (subject to the examinations required by law). 
Irwin F. Landis (subject to the examinations required by law). 
, Ernest C. Keenan (subject to the examinations required by 
aw). 
Naval cadets to be ensigns in the Navy. 
Charles P. Snyder. 
Carleton R. Kear. 
Joseph R. Defrees. 
Willis G. Mitchell. 
John J. Hyland. 
Samuel W. Bryant. 
Edward S. Jackson, jr. 
William F. Bricker. 
Daniel P. Mannix. 
Henry L. Wyman. 
Charles T. Wade. 
Frederick R. Naile. 
Emil P. Svarz. 
Arthur B. Keating. 
Hollis T. Winston. 
Wilbert Smith. 
James C. Kress. 
Harry K. Cage. 
Robert Morris. 
John D. Wainwright, 
Sinclair Gannon. 
George W. Steele, jr. 
Julius F. Hellweg. 
Stafford H. R. Doyle. 
William K. Riddle. 
William S. Case. 
John G. Church. 
William N. Jeffers. 
Huntington Johnston 
Charles S. Freeman. 
John W. Timmons. 
Herbert C. Cocke, 
Robert L. Berry. 
Ward K. Wortman. 
Robert A. Abernathy 
Hayne Ellis. 
Frank D. Berrien. 
Carlos A. Gardiner. 
James H. Comfort. 
Edison E. Scranton. 
Paul Foley. 
Bayard T. Bulmer. 
William V. Tomb. 
John W. Schoenfeld. 
Stanley Woods. 
Clarence L. Arnold. 
Edwin H. Dodd, 
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Luke E. Wright, jr. . 
Charles P. Huff. 
Charles R. Train. 
George B. Landenberger. 
Hugo W. Osterhaus. 
Robert T. Menner. 
Benjamin G. Barthalow, 
Clarence E. Landram. 
CONSUL. 
| Horace J. Harvey, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Fort Erie, Ontario, vice Ossian Bedell, deceased. 
COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


James U. Sammis, of Iowa, to be collector of internal revenue 
| for the third district of Iowa, to succeed John W. Patterson, re- 
| moved. 
| Harry O. Weaver, of Iowa, to be collector of internal revenue 
| for the fourth district of Iowa, to succeed John M. Kemble, re- 
| signed. 

MARSHAL, 


: 
Ruel Rounds, of Idaho, to be United States marshal for the dis- 
trict of Idaho, vice Frank C. Ramsey, removed. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Horace G. McMillan, of Iowa, to be United States attorney for 
the northern district of Iowa. A reappointment, his term having 
expired February 1, 1902. 

CHIEF JUSTICE OF CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW CITIZENSHIP COURT, 


Spencer B. Adams, of North Carolina, to be chief judge of the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw citizenship court. An original appoint- 
ment, as provided in an act entitled ‘‘ To ratify and confirm an 
agreement with the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, 
and for other purposes.”’ 


ASSOCIATE JUDGES OF CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW CITIZENSHIP 
COURT, 

Walter L. Weaver, of Ohio, to be associate judge of the Choc- 
taw and Chickasaw citizenship court. An original appointment, 
as provided in an act entitled ‘‘To ratify and confirm an agree- 
ment with the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and for 
other purposes.”’ 

Henry 8. Foote, of California, to be associate judge of the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw citizenship court. An original appoint- 
ment, as provided in an act entitled ‘‘ To ratify and confirm an 
agreement with the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, 
and for other purposes.”’ 


Executive nominations received by the Senate July 1, 1902. 
POSTMASTERS. 

George G. Sedgwick, to be postmaster at Martins Ferry, in 
the county of Belmont and State of Ohio, in place of George G. 
Sedgwick. Incumbent’s commission expired June 3, 1902. 

John D. Robards, to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the county 
of Greene and State of Illinois, in place of John D. Robards. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired May 24, 1902. 

A. B. Sproul, to be postmaster at Sparta, in the county of Ran- 
dolph and State of Illinois, in place of Clara M. Murphy, In- 
cumbent’s commission expired May 6, 1902. 

Seymour W. Hancock, to be postmaster at Newbern, in the 
county of Craven and State of North Carolina, in place of Sey- 
mour W. Hancock. Incumbent’s commission expired June 13, 
1902. 


CONFIRMATIONS., 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 1, 1902. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 


Richard Henry Creel, of Missouri, to be an assistant surgeon 
with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade). 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Pay Inspector John B. Redfield, to be a pay director. 

P. A. Paymaster Timothy 8. O'Leary, to be a paymaster. 

Asst. Paymaster George M. Stackhouse, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster. 

Asst. Paymaster Grey Skipwith, to be a passed assistant pay- 
master. 

Pay Inspector Henry T. B. Harris, to be a pay director. 


Assistant paymasters to have the rank of lieutenant (junior 
grade). 
Jonathan Brooks. 
Eugene F. Hall. 
Dexter Tiffany, jr. 
Franklin P. Sackett. 
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David M. Addison. 
William T. Wallace, 
Victor S.,Jackson. 
John R. Sanford. 
Herbert E. Stevens. 
Charles R. O'Leary. 
Charles W. Eliason. 
Cuthhert J. Cleborne, 
Philip W. Delano. 
John D. Robnett. 
Stewart Rhodes. 
George W. Pigman, jr. 
Perry G. Kennard, 
George W. Reeves, jr. 
Walter T. Camp, 

Ray Spear. 

Christian J. Peoples. 


Ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade). 


Harry E. Yarnell. 
Harlan P. Perrill. 
David T. Theleen. 
Daniel S. Mahony. 
Arthur J. Hepburn, 
Needham L. Jones, 
Thomas C. Hart. 
Alfred W. Pressey. 
William R. White. 
William H. Reynolds, 
Cyrus R. Miller. 

Orin G. Muriin. 
Leonard R. Sargent. 
Luther M. Overstreet. 
Victor S. Houston. 
David F. Boyd. 
Gilbert Chase. 

Louis C. Richardson. 
Walton R. Sexton. 
Walter M. Falconer. 
Joseph W. Graeme. 
Albert H. McCarthy. 
Frederic R. Holman, 
Henry N. Jenson. 
William D. Leahy. 
Andrew T. Graham, 
Arthur St. Clair Smith. 
Peter L. Pratt. 

Oscar D. Duncan, 
Willis McDowell. 
Austin Kautz. 
Charles T. Owens. 
Hilary Williams. 
Robert W. Henderson, 
William C. Asserson, 
Clarence 8S. Kempf. 
Alfred C, Owen. 
Irwin F. Landis. 
Ernest C, Keenan. 


Naval cadets to be ensigns. 


Charles P. Snyder. 
Carleton R. Kear. 
Joseph R. Defrees. 
Willis G. Mitchell. 
John J. Hyland. 
Samuel W. Bryant. 
Edward 8. Jackson, jr. 
William F. Bricker, 
Daniel P. Mannix. 
Henry L. Wyman. 
Charles T. Wade. 
Frederick R. Naile. 
Emil P. Svarz. 

Arthur B. Keating, 
Hollis T. Winston, 
Wilbert Smith. 

James C. Cress. 

Harry K. Cage. 
Robert Morrts. 

John D. Wainwright. 
Sinclair Gannon. 
George W. Steele, jr. 
Julius F. Hellweg. 
Stafford H. R. Doyle, 
William K. Riddle, 
William 8. Case. 
John G. Church, 
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William N. Jeffers. 
Huntington Johnston, 
Charles 8. Freeman, 
John W. Timmons, 
Herbert C. Cocke. 
Robert L. Berry. 
Ward K. Wortman. 
Robert A. Abernathy, 
Hayne Ellis. 
Frank D. Berrien. 
Carlos A. Gardiner. 
James H. Comfort. 
Edison E. Scranton. 
Paul Foley. 
Bayard T. Bulmer. 
William V. Tomb. 
John W. Schoenfeld. 
Stanley Woods. 
Clarence L. Arnold, 
Edwin H. Dodd. 
Luke E. Wright, jr. 
Charles P. Huff. 
Charles R. Train. 
George B. Landenberger, 
Hugo W. Osterhaus. 
Robert T. Menner. 
Benjamin G. Barthalow, 
Clarence E. Landram, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Medical Department. 

Maj. Blair D. Taylor, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-general 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel. 

Capt. Frank B. Keefer, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with 
the rank of major. 

Lieut. Col. Alfred C. Girard, deputy surgeon-general, to be 
assistant surgeon-general with the rank of colonel. 

Maj. Henry S. Turrill, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-general 
with the rank of lieuteniant-colonel. 

Capt. Euclid B. Frick, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with the 
rank of major. 
Cavalry Arm. 


Lieut. Col. Allen Smith, to be colonel. 

Maj. Henry W. Sprole, to be lieutenant-colonel. 

Capt. Wiliam A. Shunk, to be major. 

First Lieut. Alexander M. Miller, jr., to be captain, 

First Lieut. Charles B. Drake, to be captain. 
Infantry Arm. 

Lieut. Col. John F. Stretch, to be colonel. 

Lieut. Col. William P. Rogers, to be colonel. 

Maj. Charles A. Williams, to be lieutenant-colonel, 

Maj. Marion P. Maus, to be lieutenant-colonel. 

Capt. James A. Maney, to be major. 

First Lieut. John G. Workizer, to be captain. 

First Lieut. Charles H. Bridges, to be captain. 

COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


J. U. Sammis, of Iowa, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the Third district of Iowa. 
Harry O. Weaver, of Iowa, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the Fourth district of Iowa. 
MARSHAL. 


Ruel Rounds, of Idaho, to be United States marshal for the 
district of Idaho. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Horace C. McMillan, of Iowa, to be United States attorney for 

the northern district of Iowa. 
CHICKASAW CITIZENSHIP COURT. 

Spencer B. Adams, of North Carolina, to be chief judge of 
Choctaw and Chickasaw citizenship court. 

Walter L. Weaver, of Ohio, to be associate judge of Choctaw 
and Chickasaw citizenship court. 

Henry 8S. Tooke, to be associate judge of Choctaw and Chicka- 
saw citizenship court. 

POSTMASTERS. 


Charles P. Kimball, to be postmaster at Bremerton, in the 
county of Kitsap and State of Washington. 

Lewis E. Hardy. to be postmaster at Kent, in the county of 
King and State of Washington. 

John D. Robards, to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the State 
of Illinois. 

A.S. Sproul, to be postmaster at Sparta, in the State of Illinois. 

Seymour W. Hancock, to be postmaster at Newbern, in the 
State of North Carolina. 
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George G. Sedgwick, to be postmaster at Martins Ferry, in the 
State of Ohio. 

Levin J. Moore, to be postmaster at Bridgeville, in the county 
of Sussex and State of Delaware. 

Edward T. Cole, to be postmaster at Garrison, in the county of 
Putnam and State of New York. 

Branson R. Beeson, to be postmaster at Kernersville, in the 
county of Forsyth and State of North Carolina. 

J. J. Bryan, to be postmaster at Black Rock, in the county of 
Lawrence and State of Arkansas. 

Susan C. Carpenter, to be postmaster at Fort Dodge, in the 
county of Webster and State of Iowa. 

Loren Z. Burdick, to be postmaster at Seabreeze, in the county 
of Voiusia snd State of Florida. 

Wilbur F. Pierce, to be postmaster at Forest, in the county of 
Hardin and State of Ohio. 

Lemuel G. Dafoe, to be postmaster at Alpena, in the county of 
Alpena and State of Michigan. : 

Henry D. Northway. to be postmaster at Midland, in the 
county of Midland and State of Michigan. 

Adolphus T. Jenkins, to be postmaster at Sullivan, in the | 
county of Moultrie and State of Dlinois. 

William T. Bedford, to be postmaster at La Salle, in the county 
of La Salle and State of Tlinois. 
S. C. Lobaugh, to be postmaster at Harper, in the county of 
Harper and State of Kansas. 


REJECTIONS. 
Executive nominations rejected by the Senate July 1, 1902. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Dallas Harbert, to be postmaster at Commerce, in the county 
of Hunt and State of Texas. 

William H. Harvey, to be postmaster at Belton, in the county 
of Bell and State of Texas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, July 1, 1902. 


The House met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. H—Enry N. CoupEn, as follows: 

O Thou eternal influence of all that is truly noble and pure, 
of every high and holy aspiration, we bless Thee for our great na- 
tion and we most fervently pray that its genius may more and 
more obtain until all the people of the earth shall follow its influ- 
ence and be:united into one great brotherhood under'the leader- 
ship of the Lord Jesus Christ. And now, O Heavenly Father, 
that we are approaching the end of thissession of the Fifty-seventh 
Congress, we most fervently pray that Thy blessing may be upon 
the officers, the members, and all the employees of this House. 
Keep them in health and strength and bring us together at the ap- 
pointed time without the loss of any. 

And now, may that peace which passeth all understanding keep 
your hearts and minds, through Jesus Christ. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 14050) to 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 1 


3 





“An act to carry into effect the stipulations of article 7 of the 
treaty between the United States and Spain, concluded on the 10th 
day of December, 1898;”’ 

H. R. 15270. An act to amend an act entitled “‘An aet authoriz- 
ing the Aransas Harbor Terminal Railway Company to construct 
a bridge across the Corpus Christi Channel, known as the Morris 
& Cummings ship channel, in Aransas County, Tex.;” 

H. R. 367. An act for the relief of Angus A. McPhee; 

H. R. 303. An act for the relief of Sol Bear & Co.; 

H. R. 10321. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan A, 
Phelps; 

H. R. 11987. An act relating to transportation of dutiable mer- 
chandise at subports of Tacoma and Seattle, State of Washington: 

H. R. 2494. An act for the allowance of certain claims reported 
by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Depart- 
ment: 

H. R. 14234. An act granting a pension to John Williamson; 

H. R. 13875. An act authorizing the adjustment of rights of 
settlers on the Navajo Indian Reservation, Territory of Arizona: 

H. J. Res. 182. Joint resolution authorizing the Director of the 
Census to compile statistics relating to irrigation; and 

H. J. Res. 198. Joint resolution giving authority to the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to make special regulations 
for the occasion of the Thirty-sixth National Encampment of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, to be held in the District of Co- 
lumbia in the month of October, 1902, and for other purposes in- 
cident to said encampment. 


SALE OF VIRUSES, TOXINS, ETC., IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 6196) to regu- 
late the sale of viruses, serums, toxins, and analogous products 
in the District of Columbia, to regulate interstate traffic in said 
articles, and for other purposes, a similar Honse bill having been 
favorably reported. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the bill H. R. 
13289, similar to the bill just reported, be laid upon the table, 
and that the Senate bill just reported be passed in lieu of that, 
this bill being substantially the same. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the similar House 
bill will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to.the bill (H. R. 15108) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and for prior years, and 
for other purposes. 

GEORGE FEBIGER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following request for 


amend an act to regulate the height of buildings in the District | the return of a bill to the Senate: 


of Columbia, with Senate amendments, which were read. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House noncon- 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin that the House nonconcur and ask fora con 
ference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the following conferees on the part 
of the House: 

Messrs. Bascock, Mupp, and MEyeEr of Louisiana. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER. from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 


cur and ask for a conference. | 


ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of | 


the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 14087. An act granting a pension to Lizzie Dunlap: 

H. R. 11573. An act for the relief of settlers on lands granted 
in aid of the construction of wagon roads; 

H. R. 3690. An act for the relief of Jacob L. Hanger; 

H. R. 7105. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas 
Stotts; and 

H. R. 13617. An act granting an increase of pension ‘to Anne M. 
Luman. 

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. WACHTER also, from the Committeeon Enrolled Bills, 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 


| sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 6117) for ‘the relief of George 


Febiger. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, this request will be 
granted. 


There was no objection. 

RESURVEY OF LAND IN SAN DIEGO COUNTY, CAL, 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 6148) providing for the 
resurvey of certain townships in San Diego County, Cal. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to cause to be made a resurvey of the lands in San Diego County, 
in the State of California, embraced in and consisting of the tier of town- 
ships 13, 14, 15, and 16 south, of ranges il, 12,13, 14,15, and 16 east, and the 
fractional township 17 south, of ranges 15 and 16 east, all of San Bernardino 
base and meridian: and all rules and regulations of the Interior Department 
oe petitions from all settlers of said townships asking for resurvey 
and agreement to abide by the result of the same so far as these lands are 
concerned are hereby abrogated: Provided, That nothing herein contained 
shall be so construed as to impair the present bona fide claim of any actual 
occupant of any of said lands to the lands so occupied. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? A 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 


| right to object, I should like to have the gentleman give us some 


explanation of the bill. In the first place, I desire to have the 
gentleman state whether the bill has been considered by tho 


reported that this day they presented to the President of the United | Committee on the Public Lands. 


States. for his approval, the following bills: 
H. R. 8586. An act amending the act of March 2, 1901, entitled 


Mr. NEEDHAM. It has been so considered, and unanimously 
reported. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Temnessee. Has it been recommended 
by the Commissioner of the General Land Office? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Yes; it has been recommended by the De- 
partment, by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I should be glad if the gen- 
tleman would state the purpose of the bill. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. The bill provides for the resurveying of cer- 
tain townships in San Diego County, Cal. The land was last sur- 
veyed in 1856. Thecornersarenow gone. A large number of set- 
tlers are going in there and desiring to take upthisland. There is 
a company that has brought water upon the land at an expense of 
about a million dollars. The settlers are anxious to make im- 
provements, but they do not know exactly where the lines are. 
There are some nonresidents, and consequently it is necessary to 
put this bill through in order that the exact hnes of the sections 
may be known. The bill is unanimously reported by the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. NEEDHAM, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

LOCKS AND DAMS IN POND RIVER, KENTUCKY. 


Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 15258) author- 
izing Anton Brucken to construct locks and dams in Pond River, 
in the State of Kentucky, and to give the consent of Congress 
thereto. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That whereas the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary 
of War have had submitted to them the plans and specifications for certain 
locks and dams proposed to be constructed in the bed of Pond River, a navi- 
gable stream running between Hopkins County and Muhlenberg County, in 
the Commonwealth of Kentucky, by one Anton Brucken, who has proposed, 
on his private account and by voluntary subscriptions of interes parties, 
to construct such improvement in order to make said stream navigable for 
rafts and barges during the whole year; and said Anton Brucken and his 
associates desire the consent and approval of Congress to said improvement, 
pursuant to section 9 of an act entitled “Anact making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for certain other popes, approved March 3, 1899, said Anton 
Brucken be, and heis hereby, authorized toconstruct, erect, and operateasys- 
tem of locksand dams in said Pond River, in Kentucky, according tosuch plans 
asmay be approved by the Chief of Engineers and the Secr of War, for 
the useof himself andall other penene said stream by way of traffic with- 
out tolls, and the consent of Congress to said improvement is hereby con- 
ferred: Provided, however, That said Anton Brucken and his associates are in 
no way relieved from the lawful consequences of any damage done by the 
work to private property, and the United States in no way relinquishes its 
right to require the removal of any structure placed in said stream: Provided 
JSurther, That unless availed of within three years from the date of this act the 
privilege hereby conferred shall cease and be determined. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? : 

Mr. PAYNE. Has the bill been recommended by the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors? 

Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky. It has, by the entire committee, 
the full committee. 

There was no objection. y 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky. This bill is a substitute for the bill | 


The SPEAKER. Are there two House bills? 
_ Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky. ‘Yes; the bill which has just passed 
is a substitute for the original House bill. I move that the origi- 
nal bill lie on the table. 

T he SPEAKER, Without objection, this order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

OHIO NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS, 


Mr. NEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 15257) to cede jurisdic- 
tion over the place on which the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers is located in the State of Ohio. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

_ Be it enacted, ete., That the jurisdiction over the place purchased by the 
United States from the State of Ohio for the location of the “ National Home 
ior Disabled Volunteer Soldiers,” ceded to the United States by act of the 

’ Seventy-fifth general assembly of the State of Ohio, passed May 6, 1902, is 
hereby ceded to the State of Ohio and relinquished by the United States, 
and the United States shall claim or exercise no jurisdiction over said place 
after the passage of this act: Provided, That nothing contained in this act 
shall be construed to impair the powers and rights heretofore conferred upon 
the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Bor 
diers in and over said territory. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

_ Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Reserving the right to ob- 
Ject, as I understand this bill from hearing it read, it cedes the 
night of the Government of the United States to certain property 


H. R. 10521 . and I move that that bill lie on the table. Sxc. 3. That commissioned medical officers, when detailed by the Surgeon- 


at the Soldiers’ Home in Ohio. I should like to know how much 
is involved in it and what the necessity is for it. 

Mr. NEVIN. Originally when the Government purchased the 
ground upon which the Soldiers’ Home is located 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Isthat the Home at Dayton? 

Mr. NEVIN. Yes. Congress passed a bill ceding jurisdiction 
to the State of Ohio, so that administrators could be appointed 
and civil writs served, and soon. Last month a general bill was 
passed in the Ohio legislature ceding exclusive jurisdiction to the 
United States over all places in Ohio that belonged tothe Federal 
Government. It was not intended to embrace the Soldiers’ Home. 
Subsequently a bill was introduced in the Ohio legislature saying 
that it was not the intention or purpose to include the Soldiers’ 
Home. Every man in both branches of the legislature, Demo- 
crat and Republican alike, voted for it. This has gone to the 
Military Committee and has been approved unanimously by that 
committee. It does nothing except to restore what has heretofore 
always been the case out there, and wlich by inadvertence was 
overlooked. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentleman 
from Tennessee that the statement made by the gentleman from 
Ohio is correct, as was shown before the committee when the bill 
was under consideration there. The bill was reported unani- 
mously by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

— amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. NEVIN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MOTIONS TO RECONSIDER. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to suggest to the House 
that it seems hardly necessary to make any motion to reconsider 
at this hour, and it takes time. 


UNITED STATES MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass Senate bill 2162. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (S. 2162) to increase the efficiency and change the name of the United 
States Marine-Hospital Service. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the United States Marine-Hospital Service shall 
hereafter be known and designated as the Public Health and Marine-Hos- 
pital Service of the United States, and the Supervising Surgeon-General and 
the officers now or hereafter commissioned under the act of January 4, 1889, 
entitled “An act to regulate appointments in the Marine-Hospital Service of 
the United States,” and acts amendatory thereof, shall hereafter be known 
as the Surgeon-General, surgeons, passed assistant surgeons, and assistant 
surgeons of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States. Nothing in this act contained shall be held or construed to discharge 
any of the officers above named, or any of the acting assistant surgeons, 
pharmacists, and other employees of the Marine-Hospital Service, or to de- 
prive any officer of his commission or the benefits derived by longevity of 
service. The care of sick and disabled seamen and all other duties now re- 
quired by law to be portemet by the Marine-Hospital Service shall here- 
after be performed by the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service, and 
all funds and appropriations now provided by law for use by the Marine- 
Hospital Service and all properties and rights pertaining to said service shall 
be available for use for like p 8 and in like manner, under the Treasury 
Department, by the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service. 

Sec. 2. That the salary of the Surgeon-General of the Public Health and 
Marine-Hospital Service shall be $5,000 per annum, and the salaries and allow: 
ances of the commissioned medical officers of said service shall be the same 
as now provided by regulations of the Marine-Hospital Service. 





General for duty in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Bureau at Wash- 
ington, D. C., in charge of the administrative divisions thereof, namely, ma- 
rine hospitals and relief, domestic quarantine, foreign and insular quaran- 
tine, personnel and accounts, sanitary reports and statistics, and scientific 
research, shall, while thus serving, be assistant surgeons-general of the Pub- 
lic Health and Marine-Hospital Service, but their pay and allowances shall 
be the same as now provided by regulations of the Marine-Hospital Service 
for officers in charge of said divisions, and the senior officer thus serving 
shall be the assistant within the meaning of section 178, Revised Statutes of 
the United States: Provided, however, That no such officer shall be detailed 
in charge of said divisions who is below the rank of —_— assistant surgeon. 
Src. 4. That the President is authorized, in his discretion, to utilize the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service in times of threatened or actual 
war to such extent and in such manner as shall in his judgment promote the 
public interest without, however, in any wise impairing efficiency of the 
service for the purposes for which the same was created and is maintained. 
Sec. 5. That there shall be an advisory board for the hygienic laboratory 
provided by the act of Congress approved March 3, 1901, for consultation 
with the Surgeon-General of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service 
relative to the investigations to be inaugurated, and the methods of conduct 
ing the same, in said laboratory. Said board shall consist of three compe- 
tent e rts, to be detailed from the Army, the Navy, and the Bureau of 
Animal Industry by the Surgeon-General of the Army, the Surgeon-General 
of the Navy, and the Secretary of Agriculture respectively, which experts, 
with the director of the said laboratory, shall be ex officio members of the 
board, and serve without additional compensation. Five other members of 
said board shall be appointed by the Surgeon-General of the Public Health 
and Marine-Hospital Service, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who shall be skilled in laboratory work in its relation to the pub- 
lic health, and not in the regular employment of the Government. The said 
five members shall each receive compensation of $10 per diem while serving 
in conference, as aforesaid, together with allowance for actual and necessary 
traveling expenses and hotel expenses while in conference. Said conference 
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is not to exceed ten days in any one fiscal year. The term of service of the 
five members of said board, not in the regular employment of the Govern- 
ment, first appointed shall be soarranged that one of said mem bersshall retire 
each year, the subsequent appointments to be fora period of five years. Ap- 
pointments to fill vacancies occurring in a manner other than as above pro- 
vided shall be made for the unexpired term of the member whose place has 
become vacant. 

Sec. 6. That there shall be appointed by the Surgeon-General, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, whenever. in the opinion of the 
Surgeon-General, commissioned medical officers of the Public Health and 
Marine-Hospital Service are not available for this duty by detail, competent 
persons to take charge of the divisions, respectively, of chemistry, zoology, 
and pharmacology of the hygienic laboratory, who shall each receive such 
pay as shall be fixed by the Surgeon-General, with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. The director of the said laboratory shall bean officer 
detailed from the corps of commissioned medical officers of the Public Health 
and Marine-Hospital Service, as now - »vided by regulations for said detail 
from the Marine-Hospital Service, and while thus serving shall have the pay 
and emoluments of a surgeon: Provided, That all commissioned officers of 
the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service not below the grade of passed 
assistant surgeon shall be eligible to assignment to duty in charge of the said 
divisions of the hygienic laboratory, and while serving in such capacity shall 
be entitled to the pay and emoluments of their rank. 

Sec. 7. That when, in the opinion of the Surgeon-General of the Public 

Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, the interests of the 
public health would be promoted by a conference of said service with State 
or Territorial boards of health, quarantine authorities, or State health offi- 
cers, the District of Columbia included, he may invite as many of said health 
and quarantine authorities as he deems necessary or proper to send dele- 
rates. not more than one from each State or Territory and District of Co- 
umbia, to said conference: Provided, That an annual conference of the 
health authorities of all the States and Territories and the District of Colum- 
bia shall be called, each of said States, Territories, and the District of Colum- 
bia to be entitled to one delegate: And provided further, That it shall be the 
duty of the said Surgeon-General to call a conference upon the application 
of not less than five State or Territorial boardsof health, quarantine authori- 
ties, or State health officers, each of said States and Territories joining in 
such request to be represented by one delegate. 

Sec. & That to secure uniformity in the registration of mortality, mor- 
bidity, and vital statistics it shall be the duty of the Surgeon-General of the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service, after the annual conference re- 
quired by section 7 to be called, to prepare and distribute suitable and neces- 
sary forms for the collection and compilation of such statistics, and said 
statistics, when transmitted to the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Bu- 
reau on said forms, shall be compiled and published by the Public Health 
and Marine-Hospital Service as a part of the health reports published by said 
service. 

Sec. 9. That the President shall from time to time prescribe rules for the 
conduct of the Publie Health and Marine-Hospital Service. He shall also 
prescribe regulations eomgoting its internal administration and discipline, 
and the uniforms of its officers and employees. It shall be the duty of the 
Surgeon-General to transmit annually to the Secretary of the Treasury, for 
transmission by said Secretary to Congress, a full and complete report of the 
transactions of said service, including a detailed statement of receipts and 
disbursements. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second on this. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I ask that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I suggest to the 
gentleman from Alabama that this bill can not be passed without 
a quorum of the House, which is not here at the present time, and 
that it may take up time which might well be spent for other pur- 
poses without calling this bill up at this time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I will allow the bill to take 
its ordinary course. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Ido not consent to what the 
gentleman from Illinois says. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to a second being consid- 
ered as ordered? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The 
Chair will recognize the gentleman from Alabama and the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to discuss this 
bill. From what I can ascertain about it, it is a meritorious bill, 
and I shall support it. I merely desire to rise for the purpose of 
correcting both the Recorp and the Journal on the vote cast yes- 
terday afternoon on the motion to agree to the conference report 
on the Philippine -government bill. I voted distinctly on the 
first roll call *‘nay.’’ Iam recorded as voting ‘‘ yea.”’ I did not 
vote for the bill at the time when it passed the House, nor did I 
vote “‘yea’’ when the conference report was agreed to. I dis- 
tinctly voted *‘ nay.”’ 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal and Recorp 
will be changed in accordance with the statement of the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I think I can 
safely say that there has been a growing demand, a public demand, 
within the last twenty years that Congress should enact some 
kind of legislation regulating our quarantine interests. This dis- 
position during that time has been manifested by various and 
divers bills introduced into either branch of Congress relative to 
the public health. The great trouble, Mr. Speaker, which has 
been encountered and the difficulties that we have met heretofore 
in securing this legislation has been inability to secure concur- 
rence and cooperation of both State and Federal health officers. 
But I am glad to say that this trouble is now entirely removed, 


I yield one minute to the 
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This bill, Mr. Speaker, comes before this House very strong] 
indorsed and recommended. It is indorsed by the Public Health 
and Quarantine Committee of the Senate and it is indorsed by 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce of this House, 
there being really no minority report filed against it. It is also 
indorsed, gentlemen of the committee, by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Not only that, but this bill is strongly indorsed by a 
convention of health officers of the States of the Union. That 
convention was held in this city within the last few weeks, and 


| while it is true, as I am informed, that the different health offi- 








cers that composed that convention came here for the purpose of 
entering their solemn protest against this bill, after it was ex- 
plained, after its humane, conservative, and patriotic provisions 
were fully explained, that convention with practical unanimity 
indorsed this bill. It comes further indorsed. It is indorsed by 
the American National Medical Association, many of whose rep- 
resentatives came before the two committees of the House and 
the Senate on this subject and urged the passage of this bill. 
Now, I can not, Mr. Speaker, in the time allowed me enter into 
all the details and minutiz of this bill, worthy and commendable 
as I think it to be; but I will undertake to point out a few salient 
featuresofit. The first one is that it provides for conference and 
cooperation between the Federal health officers and the State 
health officers. Well, now, what gentleman is there upon the 
floor of this House that does not promptly admit that there are 
times when such a conference, such a cooperation, will be of great 
aid and benefit in working out some intelligent, reasonable plan 
and policy for the management, not only of threatened, but of 
actual epidemics. The demand of this country is, and as I said 


| in the beginning of my remarks, the public demand is that there 


should be not only an intelligent, but that there should be a 
humane execution of the quarantine laws of the country. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, that this can never be accomplished so long 
as States, counties, and municipalities have the right to enact 
and execute their different quarantine laws. Why, we ought to 
adopt such legislation here as will tend to destroy the opportunity 
for the fearful and frightful panics and the prostration of public 
business that take place in many sections of this country on‘ the 
first announcement that yellow fever has appeared in a given 
place. Then the surrounding towns and cities enact such string- 
ent legislation and put such embargoes and unreasonable re- 
straints upon public business as they see proper, and the result of 
it is in many places what is known as the ‘‘ shotgun policy.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is another feature of this bill that 
commends itself most strongly to me, and it is that this bill pro- 
vides that the Federal health officers and the State and municipal 
authorities shall confer together about vital statistics, the statis- 
tics of mortality. No gentleman will say for amoment that that 
is not a wise provision. 

The next provision I desire to call attention tois. in my opinion, 
a very important one. There is a tendency upon the floor of this 
House to give a military feature, to the various Government 
branches of the service, and that means when the military feature 
is given to it, soon thereafter a proposition will be made to put 
the employees of that service, which is purely civil, upon a pen- 
sion list, subject to the same general regulations of pension law 
that applies to soldiers of the Army and sailors of the Navy. I 
say that is the tendency even upon the floor of thisHouse. Now, 
this bill studiously avoids any such feature as that, and I take the 
ww of reading on that subject what the Senate committee 
said: 

Section 4 of the bill, which provides rank in time of war or threatened war 
corresponding with the rank of surgeons, etc., in the Army and Navy. the 
committee have eliminated. The officials of the service are uniformed and 
have been for many years, and have been under a quasi-military discipline, 
with commendable efficiency. The service is one essentially civil, and the 
committee have not thought it wise to put it upona ae or naval basis 
or to provide in a detailed way for rank and precedence in the event of war, 
threatened or actual. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eleven minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I reserve the balance of my 
time. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I have very great admiration, in- 


| deed, for the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. RicHARDSON] who 
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makes this motion. I feel perfectly confident that if there is any- 
one in the House who could give a good reason for the passage of 


this bill the gentleman from Alabama could have given it in his 


remarks. I have read this bill over several times, and I will con- 
fess my inability to understand just what is intended to be ac- 
complished by the bill, and the gentleman from Alabama in his 
remarks did not enlighten the House. He told us the various 
department officials of the Government were in favor of the bill. 
Why, of course, Mr. Speaker, the bill was prepared by the head 
of the Marine-Hospital Service, who wishes to be the head of the 
United States health service, and he obtains the approval of the 


and that this bill is the joint product of the earnest labor of both | Secretary of the Treasury and the other department officials overt 
Federal health officers and State health officers, him 
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But we have had presented to us protests from people employed 


| 
in the Marine-Hospital Service against this bill, and while it is | too important a measure to be disposed of in this way. The bill 


true the bill comes before the House without a minority report, | 
it is also true that the bill was opposed by almost one-half of the | 
members of the committee which reported the bill. 

I do not know to what scope the bill may reach. I do not 
know from reading the bill just how far it is intended to change 
the law now in existence in reference to quarantine regulations 
or health regulations. I defy any member of the House to read 
this bill through and understand what is intended by it, unless 
the proposition is to leave absolutely within the control of the | 
new health department the whole subject of health regulations in 
the United States. 

Yesterday the House voted down a proposition to pay Hawaii 
$1,000,000 for stamping out the bubonic plague, but under this 
pill, I suppose, if it should be enacted into law, the United States | 
health department would have the power to stamp out the bu- 
bonic plague and do all the work done by Hawaii wholly at the | 
expense of the United States Government. 

But I will confess my inability to understand what was intended | 
to be accomplished by the bill. It is for that reason that I think 
that this bill properly should be considered by the Committee of 
the Whole House before it is passed. I want to call the attention 
of the House to one provision of the bill which probably exempli- 
fies the entire bill. 

Mr. Speaker, we have recently created a permanent Census 
Bureau, which has the duty of collecting statistics. There has 
been a proposition pending before Congress during the present | 
session which may be before the House in the form of a bill at 
the next session of Congress for the purpose of drawing together 
in one department the various branches of the Government now 
engaged in the collection of statistics. The permanent Census 
Bureau proposes to collect vital statistics. We passed through 
the House a few days ago a resolution giving that Bureau power 
to print the vital statistics which they collected. Here is a sec- | 
tion of this bill proposing to again duplicate the collection of | 
statistics. The Census Bureau, on the one hand, will collect vital 
statistics, and the new health office, if this bill passes, on the other 
hand, will be collecting and publishing the same statistics in 
another branch of the Government. 

Section 8 in this bill provides— 

That to secure uniformity in the registration of mortality, morbidity, and 
vital statistics it shall be the duty of the Surgeon-General of the Public 
Health and Marine-Hospital Service, after the annual conference required 
by section 7 to be called, to prepare and distribute suitable and necessary 
forms for the collection and compilation of such statistics. and said statistics, 
when transmitted to the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Bureau on said 


forms, shall be compiled and published by the Public Health and Marine- 
Hospital Service‘As a part of the health reports published by said service. 


I protest, Mr. Speaker, against constantly building up new 
branches of the Government for the purpose of duplicating the 
collection of statistics or duplicating the work to be done by some 
other branch of the Government. For what purpose do we have 
a Census Bureau, engaged in the collection of statistics, engaged 
in the collection, compilation, and publication of vital statistics, 
and then pass a bill for the purpose of duplicating this work in 
the department of health? 

I have been unable to find in this bill a specific requirement 
covering any other subject of importance. But of course if the 


bureau or department of health shall have the power to collect | 


vital statistics, that means the building up of another great cen- 
sus bureau of the Government. The collection of mortality, 
morbidity, and vital statistics isa work of importance. It is also 
one which requires a great number of employees. In every 
branch of the Government, in every county and town almost of 
the country, it would be necessary to have employees of this new 
department of health engaged in the collection of these vital 


statistics, and side by side with their collection and_ publication | 


would be the Census Office engaged in the same work. 

Mr. Speaker, we now have a Bureau of Statistics in the Treas- 
ury Department. We have a collection of statistics in the Labor 
Department. We have a Bureau of Statistics in the State De- 
partment. We collect statistics in the Agricultural Department. 
We have gone so far that to-day there are two branches of the 
Agricultural Department collecting and publishing the same sta- 
Ustics or statistics upon the same subject. 

a DE ARMOND. Will the gentleman yield to me for a mo- 
nent? 

Mr. MANN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the gentle- 


man’s attention to two or three provisions of this bill upon which | 
he has not commented. Section 5 lodges with the head of this | 


new bureau the extraordinary power of appointing a whole lot of 
people—five other members of the board-—— 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman wish some time? 

Mr. DEARMOND. I would like a little. 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Missouri, 
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Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I think this is altogether 


seems to me, so far as I can learn from my cursory examination 
of it—and nothing more can be made at this time—to be designed 
for the aggrandizement of the present head of the Marine Hospi- 
tal and to have only a few other incidental objects. There is 
said to be one very beneficent and valuable feature of it embodied 
in section 7, providing for the calling of conferences by the head 
of this bureau. Now, there is nothing anywhere that prevents 


| the head of the Department or any other officer from inviting 


anybody he may choose to consult*in conference at any time. 
This valuable section 7 provides simply for a formal sort of invi- 
tion by the head of this bureau to such persons as he may choose 
to invite to meet him in conference. All this can be done now 
just as completely without this provision. 

Section 4, too, is claimed to be a very valuable section: 


Sec. 4. That the President is authorized, in his discretion, to utilize the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service in times of threatened or actual 


| war to such extent and in such manner as shall in his judgment promote the 
| public interest without, however, in any wise impairing the efficiency of the 


service for the purposes for which the same was created and is maintained. 

Not a particle of power is here given to the President or any- 
body else beyond that which now exists. It is simply a padding, 
as it seems to me, to cover up the main purpose of the bill. Here 
is an officer who gets by this bill a more pretentious title, who is 
to be known as the Surgeon-General, and there are to be surgeons 
and passed assistant surgeons with increased pay. 

Then provision is made in section 5 for this new Surgeon- 
General authorized by this act, with an increased salary and 
power, to appoint five persons skilled in laboratory work to meet 
with him at certain times, receiving for their services a compen- 
sation of $10 a day and expenses. In section 6 provision is made 
for further appointments by this same gentleman— 

That there shall be appointed by the Surgeon-General, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, whenever, in the opinion of the Surgeon- 
General, commissioned medical officers of the Public Health and Marine- 
Hospital Service are not available for this duty by detail, competent persons 
to take charge of the divisions, respectively, of chemistry, zoology, and 
pharmacology of the hygienic laboratory, who shall each receive such pay 
as shall be fixed by the Surgeon-General, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

So it runs all through this bill. There is provision for consul- 
tation with the health officers of the different States, just what 
there can be now. The distinctive lines of the two jurisdictions 
are not marked, and any danger that may now exist of conflict 
will still remain. But elevated upon a pedestal—made more con- 
spicuous, given more power, furnished with opportunity to em- 
ploy more people of his own selection—the head of this service 
looms up. 

It is said that no provision is made at present for the pension- 
ing of the officers in this service. It is true, I suppose, that all 
that these gentlemen desire has not yet been done; but we may 
fairly assume it is also true that in due time, if they can be mag- 
nified as this would magnify them, this little omission will be sup- 
plied, and one by one each of these officers will go upon the pen- 
sion roll. I do not think this bill tends in the slighest degree to 
protect this country or any part of this country from any epi- 
demic or to be beneficial to any person except, primarily, to the 
head of this department, and, secondarily, beneficial to those 
whom he may favor with his appointments from time to time, 
largely in his own discretion, at compensation to be fixed by him 
and with qualifications to be determined by himself. If the bill 
has merit in it, it seems to me it does not disclose that merit, and 
it has not yet been disclosed. It would be well enough, I think, 
to allow it to go over until there is time to consider it and ascer- 
tain and have uncovered those merits. At present the particular 
object and purpose of it, it seems to me, must arrest the atten- 
tion of everyone, and that is to exploit the head of this institution 
and increase the number of officials and increase the expense and 


| provide, as the gentleman from [linois [Mr. Mann] has said, for 


a large duplication of a service already abundantly provided for. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the 
gentleman from Illinois if he has exhausted his time. 

Mr. MANN. Not yet. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I will ask the gentleman to 
do so. 

Mr. MANN. Iam not required to exhaust all of my time first. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. The gentleman has no right 
to conclude. 

Mr. MANN. No; I do not wish to. I will ask, Mr. Speaker, 
how much time I have remaining. 

The SPEAKER. Five minutes. ! 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman on the other side ought to 
use a portion of his time. ; ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Alabama, Mr. CLAYTON. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, those of us who come from the 
Gulf States or from the Pacific coast regard this as a very im- 
portant measure, The subject of bringing the health offices of 
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the States into cooperation with the health offices of the Federal 
Government has been under discussion for a number of years, 
and various bills looking to that desirable end have been proposed 
in Congress and have been considered by the Commerce Commit- 
tee of this House. I believe, Mr. Speaker, that this is the first 
bill that has met the unanimous approval of the State health 
officers of the various States and of the Federal health officers. 
So much for the character and the general object of this bill. 
For the prevention of the coming in of certain diseases this bill 
is necessary, notably, so far as the Gulf States are concerned, in 
preventing the importation of yellow fever. : 

Now, Mr. Speaker, while we of the Gulf States and the Pacific 
coast are more directly interested than the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Mann] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dr Armonp], 
who come from the interior, we think that in the interests of the 
country which will grow under existing conditions, and especially 
with the building of the isthmian canal, it is important that we 
bring the State health offices and the Federal health offices into 
cooperation in order to prevent the coming in of yellow fever. 
It is said by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. De Armonp] that 
this increases the public expense. Notso. It does not increase 
the public expense. Thereis noemployment of persons from the 
States contemplated in this measure. There is no increase of the 
salary of any man except the Surgeon-General, and his salary is 
increased in a separate measure from this. . 

I desire, Mr. Speaker, to read section 7 of the bill under con- 
sideration and to invite special attention thereto, merely for the 
purpose of emphasizing the good that will come from it. That 
great good will come from it is apparent to the physicians of the 
Gulf States who have had to deal with yellow-fever epidemics 
under the conflicting Federal and State quarantine regulations. 
This will reconcile all conflicts so as to prevent, as far as possi- 
ble, the coming in of the disease and the limitation of its spread 
should any cases be brought into the United States from the 
Tropics. There is nothing in the bill that militates against the 
authority of the State. This bill will unite, harmonize, and ra- 
tionalize the work of the State and Federal health officers in the 
interests of the public health and commerce of our country. I 
wish I had time to dwell more at length upon the many excel- 
lent features of this bill. I now read section 7 of the bill: 

Src. 7. That when, in the opinion of the Surgeon-General of the Public 
Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the Uni States, the interest of the 
public health would be promoted by a conference of said service with State 
or Territorial boards of health, quarantine authorities, or State health offi- 
cers, the District of Columbia included, he may invite as many of said health 
and quarantine authoritiesas hedeems necessary or proper to send delegates, 
not more than one from each State or Territory and District of Columbia, 
tosaid conference: Provided, Thatan annual conference of the health author- 
ities of all the States and Territories and the District of Columbia shall be 
ealled, each of said States, Territories, and the District of Columbia to be en- 
titled to one delegate: And provided further; That it shall be the duty of the 
said Surgeon-General to call a conference upon the application of not less 
than five State or Territorial boards of health, quarantine authorities, or 
State health officers, each of said States and Territories joining in such request 
to be represented by one delegate. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I would ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing with my remarks 
the report of the House and Senate committees on this bill. 


[House Report No. 2415, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2162) to increase the efficiency and change the name of the 
United States Marine-Hospital Service, having considered the same, report 
thereon with a recommendation that it pass. 

The bill has the approval of the Treasury Department, as will appear by 
the letters attached, and which are made a part of this report. 

There has been a great demand for many years for the enactment of legis- 
lation of this character. The necessity of such legislation has been seriousl 
felt by those intrusted with the enforcement of quarantine regulations mn 
the advancement of the sanitary welfare of the country. The difficulty 
of obtaining legislation heretofore has been the inability to secure a con- 
currence of the Federal and State authorities upon the passage of an 
special bill. This difficulty has been eliminated by the aforesaid Senate bill, 
upon which representative Federal authorities, State authorities, as well as 
representative men of the medical profession of the United States have united 
in approval and have given formal expression of their desire for its passage. 

The committee consider it fortunate that these important influences are in 
harmony. and are satisfied that in consequence the bill, if enacted into law. 
will be the more effective and beneficial. The measure has been prepared 
with care to prevent any conflict between Federal and State authorities, and 
it is believed that its passage will result in the most cordial cooperation be- 
tween said authorities. 

The administrative features of the bill are demanded by the growth of the 
Marine-Hospital Service and increase in its functions which have been im- 
posed upon it by acts of Congress. 

Other reasons for the passage of the bill and an exposition of its contents 
are clearly and forcibly stated by Senator SPOONER, of Wisconsin, in the re- 
port which he submitted to the Senate upon this bill. The report of Senator 
SPOONER is herewith appended and made a part of this report. 

The approval of the Treasury Department of this measure is set forth in 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, Hon. Lyman J. Gage. addressed 
to the chairman of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce of 


the House of Representatives, under date of January 16, 1902, and in a letter 


to the chairman of the Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine 
ot the Senate, February 38, 1902, from the Surgeon-General of the Marine- 
Hospital Service, approved by Hon. L. M. Shaw, Secretary of the Treasury. 
These letters relate to House bill 7189 and Senate bill 6162, which are identical. 

The committee therefore recommends the adoption, without amendment, 
of S. 2162 as it passed the Senate. 








[Senate Report No. 1531, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine, to whom was 
referred the oe (a) 8. 2162, ‘A bill to increase the efficiency and 
United States rine-Hospital Service; (b) 8. 2417, 


change the name of t 
“A relating to quarantine and the public health; (c) S. 4583, “A bill to 
reorganize and increase the efficiency of the Marine-Hospital Service, and for 
other purposes; ”’ (d) 8. 4885, “A bill to establish acommission of public health 
and fix the salaries of the commissioned officers of the Marine-Hospital Servy- 
ice,” have given careful consideration to the said bills and to the general su}- 
ject of the national health, oe. and to improvements in the organi- 
zation of the United States Marine-Hospital Service. 

The committee report back Senate bill 2162, by substitute, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. This substitute changes the name of the United 
States Marine-Hospital Service to “Public Health and Marine-Hospita) 
Service of the United States.” This change in the name is justified by the 

rowth of the service, the enlargement from time to time of its origina: 

unctions, and the provisions hereinafter referred to, intended to bring i, 
into closer relations and cooperation with the health authorities of the 
States, in conservation genera , of the public health. The substitute elimj- 
nates the word “ Supervising’ from the official designation of the Surgeon- 
General as too cumbersome.” 

The salary of the Surgeon-General, which is now $4,000, is increased to 
$5,000 per annum, an increase which the added responsibility and duties of 
the service fully justify in the opinion of your committee. 

The substitute, also following in that respect, with an amendment. the 
original bill, authorizes the Surgeon-General to detail commissioned medica] 
officers of the service for duty in the Bureau at Washington, in charge of 
certain administrative divisions, namely, marine hospitals and relief, dome:- 
tic quarantine, foreign and insular quarantine, personnel and accounts, sani- 
tary reports and statistics, and scientific research, and gives the rank whi'e 
thus serving of assistant supervising surgeons-general of the Public Hea}th 
and Marine-Hospital Service. It also provides that the senior officer thus 
serving shall be the assistant surgeon-general, within the meaning of section 
178, Revised Statutes of the United States. The committee has added a prv- 
viso, upon what seemed to be the reasonable request of the officers of the 
service, that no officer below the grade of a passed assistant surgeon shall 
be eligible to this detail. 

Section 4 of the bill, which provides rank in time of war or threatened war 
corresponding with the rank of surgeons, etc., in the Army and Navy. the 
committee have eliminated. The officials of the service are uniformed and 
have been for many years, and have been under a quasi-military discipline, 
with commendable efficiency. The service is one essentially civil, and the 
committee have not thought it wise to put it upon a military or naval basis 
or to provide in a detailed way for rank and precedence in the event of war, 
threatened or actual. 

By act of Congress approved March 3, 1901, a hygienic laboratory was pro- 
vided for in the Marine-Hospital Service. The committee has adopted, with 
some modification, as in the interest of public health, the provision of section 
5 of the original bill for an advisory board for this laboratory to confer with 
the Surgeon-General. The original section constituted the board of the Sur- 
geon-General of the Army, the pense of the Navy, the Chief of 
the Bureau of Animal Industry of the one of Agriculture, and the 
director of the laboratory, all being ex officio, and provided for five other 
members, to be appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury, to receive com- 
pensation. As the board is to render a service scientific and technical, the 
committee did not think it wise that it should be constituted as provided by 
the bill. They provided in the substitute, therefore, that the ex officio mem- 
bers of the board, aside from the director of the laboratory, consist of three 
competent experts, to be detailed from the Army, the Navy, and the Bureau 
of Animal Industry, by the Surgeon-General of the Army, the Surgeon- 
General of the Navy, and the Secretary of Agriculture, respectively. 

Section 6 of the bill provides for the appointment and commission by the 
President of one chemist, one medical zoologist, and one pharmacolozgist, 
each to have the Pay. and emoluments of a surgeon of the United States 
Public Health an arine-Hospital Service. There was some objection to 
this by the officers of the Marine-Hospital Service, and the committee, after 
hearings and full consideration, concluded that it would be wise to author- 
ize the employment of these specialists outside of the service and without 
regard to rank therein, where officers of the service were not available, and 
with such compensation as should be fixed by the Surgeon-General, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. The committee deem it impor- 
tant that the most competent men in the specialties named should be em- 
ployed in order to obtain the best results, and that therefore in the beginning 
at least, and during the upbuilding of the work, there should be freedom to 
attract by adequate compension those best fitted. While wastefulness, of 
course, could not be justified in any public expenditure, in promoting the 
public health any sacrifice of substantial results for the mere matter of ex- 
penditure would be obviously false economy and not to be defended upon 
_— principle. . 

ection 7 of the bill was an attempt to meet the long-continued demand 
from the State health authorities, and especially from the South, and in 
some of the great cities on tide water, for legislation which would secure 
consultation, and therefore coe, between the health authorities of 
States and the quarantine officials of the United States, It was not, in the 
opinion of the committee, so drawn as to accomplish this result so much to 
be desired, and they therefore in the substitute have supplied a new section, 
which is as follows: ; 

“That when, in the opinion of the nen of the Public Health 
and Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, the interests of the public 
health would be promoted by a conference of said service with State or Ter- 
ritorial boards of health, quarantine authorities, or State health officers the 
District of Columbia included, he may invite as many of said health and 
quarantine authorities as he deems necessary or proper to send delegates, 
not more than one from each State or Territory and District of Columbia. to 
said conference: Provided, That an annual conference of the health author!- 
ties of all the States and Territories and District of Columbia shall be called, 
each of said States, Territories, and the District of Columbia to be entitled 
to one delegate: And provided further, That it shall be the duty of the said 
Surgeon-General to calla conference upon the application of not less than 
five State or Territorial boards of health, quarantine authorities, or State 
health officers, each of said boards or quarantine authorities joining in such 
a to be represented by one delegate.” ia a 

his section we regard as by all means the most important section in the 
bill. The dividing line between the Federal power of quarantine, in its re: 
lation to foreign commerce and interstate commerce, and the State power of 
quarantine and police regulation, in its relation to the public health, is u»- 
oubtedly real, but it is often very difficult of discernment; and therefore it 
has often happened that State authorities have felt their province invaded 
by Federal authorities, and Federal authorities have insisted that the nationa 
function was invaded by State authorities; and out of it all has grown mc" 
or less of friction, necessarily detrimental to great public interests. | - 4 
statute, of course, can change the power of the Federal authorities, as define’ 
by the Constitution, or takeaway the sovereign power of any State in res)" ma 
of these matters. The committee has been impressed with the convict! 
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that in the general public interestsome recognition by Federal legislation of 


the State health authorities, in the way of consultation upon subjects of vital 
consequence to the localities, and as to the rules to be put in aeeaien by 
both State and Federal authorities in accomplishing the same end, would of 
necessity bring about better understandi a cooperation which would 


ing, and 

jnevitab romote a fuller accomplishment of the great purpose desi by 
both the raderal and State authorities. é 

The Federal jurisdiction is exercised primarily in the interest of com- 
merce. The local or State jurisdiction is exerci Pp y for the protec- 
tion of life and health in the communities, and, secondarily, in the interest 
of commerce. In the hope and belief that good results will come from it the 
committee has inserted section 7, above set forth, which, briefly stated, pro- 
“aes: 
"3 Fiat. That when,in the opinion of Surgeon-General, the interests of the 
public health would be promoted by a conference of that service with the 
State or Territorial health officers that he may invite as many of said health 
officers and quarantine authorities ashe deems necessary to send delegates, 
net more than one from each State or Territory and District of Columbia, to 
such a conference. 

second. That anannual conference of the health authorities of the States 
and Territories and District of Columbia shall be called by the Surgeon- 
General, each State, Territory, and the District of Columbia to be entitled 
to one delegate. . 

Third That it shall be the duty of the Surgeon-General to call a confer- 
ence upon the application of not less than five States or Territorial boards 
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of health, quarantine authorities, or State health officers, each of said boards | 


or quarantine authorities joining in such request to be represented by one 
delegate. 
It is not provided that the expenses of the delegates to these conferences 
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gation of infectious and contagious diseases and matters pertaining to the 
public health.” 

The new organization and the new functions already alluded to make ap- 
propriate and natural further provisions for the efficient conduct of the 
service as set forth in this bill. 

I have made a careful study of the several bills which have been intro- 
duced from time to time in the last ten years affecting the general question 
of public health and the Marine-Hospital Service, and believe that the bill 
introduced by Mr. PeRKINs (S. 2162) both meets the present requirements 
so far as legislation may be successfully proposed and places in a more ef 
fective pean an organization which has grown to its present standard of 
stren and efficiency through years of hard experience. 

A few verbal alterations, however, are recommended, as follows; 

In section 1, on page 2 of the bill, line 1, erase the words “hospital stew- 
ards” and insert in place thereof the word “pharmacists.” This change is 
made to conform with a recent regulation of the service changing the title 
of hospital stewards to pharmacists. 

In section 1, on page 2, line 6, after the word “commission,” insert the fol- 
lowing words: “or the benefits derived by longevity of service." This is to 
remove any doubt as to the intent of the bill with regard to said long Tvity 

In section 5, page 4, line 15, after the word ‘“‘serving,” insert the words “in 
conference.” his is to make it more clear that the compensation referred 
to is to be received only during the time of actual service 

In section 7, page 5, line 19, after the words “ health or health,” insert the 
words ‘or quarantine;” and in line 23 of the same page and section, after the 
word “one,” insert the words “ health and one quarantine authority.’ The 


| insertions in this section are to permit the inviting of quarantine authorities 


shall be borne by the United States. Itis not_ intended that they shall be | 
junkets, but that they shall be attended by those who have at heart the 


health interests of their people and shall represent people who are willing to 
bear the expense of such service. a 

Section 9 of the original bill is amended so as to require the Supervising 
Surgeon-General to make report to the Secretary of the Treasury, to be 
transmitted by that official to Congress, and to require that the report shall 
includea detailed statement of receipts and disbursements in the service. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the substitute, and report 
back S. 2417, 8. 4583, and 8. 4895 with the recommendation that they be sev- 
crally indefinitely postponed, : 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 

Washington, D. C., January 16, 1902. 
Tam in receipt of a communication from your committee of January 
13, inclosing a copy of House bill No. 7189, and requesting me to furnish the 
committee with such suggestions as I may deem proper touching the merits 
of the bill and the propriety of its passage. — 

In reply I beg leave to invite your attention to my annual report to Con- 
gress, dated December 2, 1901, on pase 58 of which I concurred in the recom- 
mendation of the Surgeon-General for appro 


Sil 





ice. The method of thus increasing its efficiency as detaile 
of this bill meets with my approval. 4 
The bill is calculated to strengthen a branch of the Government service 
which has, particularly in the last decade, undergone a steady and natural 
growth, a is recognized in various acts of Congress and by reason of its 
‘ ency as useful and necessary in the protection of the public health. 
If enacted into law, it would give an improved status to this service, ex- 
panding it in a manner to meet the growing necessities of the Government 


in the provisions 


in conference, said authorities in some instances being independent of State 
health boards or authorities. 

J inclose a copy of the bill with the above alterations inserted, together 
with a series of comments on its several sections, to which I invite your at 


tention. 


I would urgently urge, in the interest of the public health, that this bill 


be enacted into law. 
Respectfully, WALTER WYMAN, 
Surgeon-General Marine-Hospital Service 
Hon. GEORGE VEsrT, 
Chairman Committee on Public Health and National 
Quarantine, United States Senate. 
Approved February 4, 1902. 
L. M. SHAW, Secre tary 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there ob- 


| jection? 


There was no objection. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Alabama says 


ee ee a > 7 that his section of the country is more interested in the preven- 
riate legislation by Congress to | tign of vello oom ‘ : ? a -y renresented 
increase the efficiency of the Marine-Hospital Service as a public health serv- | tion of yellow fever than the portion of the country re presented 


by the gentleman from Missouri and myself. 
Mr. CLAYTON. I said we were more directly interested. 
Mr.MANN. The gentleman from Alabama ismistaken. There 
is no portion of this country more directly and vitally interested 


| in the prevention of yellow fever in the country than is the city 


and the people, and aiding materially in the administration of its functions | 


as now provided by law. ' 

Inclosed are comments explaining in detail the several sections of the bill. 

I have to suggest that in section 1, on page 2, line 6, after the word ‘‘com- 
mission,” the following words be imserted: ‘‘or the benefits derived by 
longevity of service,” to remove any doubts as to the intent of the bill with 
regard to longevity of service. 

I have also to suggest that in section 5, page 4, line 15, the words ‘in con- 
ference 
the compensation referred to is to be receive 
service 

I have further to recommend that in section 7, page 5, there be inserted on 
the nineteenth line, after the words “ health or health,” the words “or quar- 
antine,” and in the twenty-third line, after the word ‘‘ one,” there be inserted 
the words ** health and one quarantine authority." 
viting of quarantine authorities in conference, said authorities, in some in- 
stances, being independent and distinct from State health boards. 

These additions have been inserted in the inclosed copy of the bill. 
With the above suggestions I have to state that it is 
uld be enacted into law, 

Respectfully, 


only during the time of actual 


ch 


L. J. GAGE, 


Secretary. 


Hou. WILLIAM P. HEPBURN, 
Chairman Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
House of Representatives, 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE SUPERVISING SURGEON-GENERAL 
MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE, 
Washington, February 8, 1902. 
S 


ik: Ihave the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter of January 22, 
‘ing a copy of the bill introduced by Senator PERKINS (S. 2162), and also 
py of a proposed amendment thereto, and requesting my opinion on the 

‘and the amendment. 


| will make the proposed amendment the subject of a separate letter. 


in generalit may besaid thatthis measure is made necessary by the growth | 


of the Marine-Hospital Service, bothin functionsand personnel. This growth 
~ due to the new duties relating to the public health which have, from time 
been imposed upon the service by Congress. It may be termed an 
istrative measure in compliance with the last report of the Secretary 
Treasury, well calculated to enable the Marine-Hospital Service to 





nclose herewith (inclosure No. 1) a copy of a letter of the Secretary of 


mmerce of the House of Representatives, in response to the latter's re- 
{uest. expressing his approval of the bill and his opinion that it is desirable 
that it should be enacted into law, the House bill (H. R. 7189) being the same 
that introduced into the Senate by Mr. Perkins (S. 2162). 

Three years ago, by reason of the war with Spain and the unusual duties 
‘own upon the service in consequence thereof, it became necessary to in- 
tse the corps of officers of the service and to reorganize the Burean on a 
h broader plan than the one then existing. Accordingly, six distinct 
“lons of the Bureau were made, with an experienced surgeon in charge 


ich, and later, by the last Congress, the duties of the service were still 


" 
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‘ther increased by the addition of a hygienic laboratory “for the investi- 


’ be inserted after the word “serving,” to make it more clear that | 


This is to permit the in- | 


esirable that the bill | 


y on with greater facility and efficiency its varied and impor:ant work. | 


Treasury to the chairman of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | 


of Chicago, which does the great commercial business down 

along the territory of the Mississippi Valley to the Gulf and 

which suffers more in case of yellow fever than any other large 

city of the country; and if there was a line or a syllable in this 

bill which in any way would have a tendency to prevent or con- 

trol the introduction or spread of diseases like yellow fever, I do 
| not think that I should be opposed to it, but this bill is not in- 
tended to have control of epidemics. 

This bill is intended only to swell the personnel and importance 
| of the Marine-Hospital Service, presided over to-day by one of the 
most genial gentlemen in the city of Washington, and but for 
| whose geniality this bill would not be considered for two minutes 
together. It will not add to the power of the Marine-Hospital 
Service or the health service in controlling epidemics or disease 
It will add only to the office employees, to the men connected 
with the work of the laboratories and the men connected with the 
gathering of statistics. It will have nothing to do with the pre- 
vention or control of disease. It is possibly true that it might be 
a benefit to the country to have various State health officers come 
to Washington on annual jaunts at the expense of the Government. 

I do not know that I have any objection to that. I can see no 
special benefit from it, but it could do no great damage. What 
we need is a proper quarantine law. What we need is a proper 
bill governing the subject of quarantines. This bill is intended 
only to.add, not to the usefulness and value, but to the number and 
pay of the men engaged in the service. One provision of this 
bill is that certain officers who are created by the bill shall re- 
| ceive such pay as shall be fixed by the Surgeon-General. There 
is no fixing of salary in the bill, no determination of the expense. 
Offices are created which are to be filled by officers whose pay is 
fixed by the Surgeon-General absolutely without restriction. 
That is the purpose of the bill. It is not to prevent the spread 
of yellow fever in the South. It is not to prevent the introduc- 
tion of the bubonic plague. It is not to prevent epidemic or dis- 
ease anywhere. The purpose of the bill is only to swell and 
make larger, under a new title, the present Marine-Hospital 
Service, which is doing very well as it is, but which, if it needs 
to be enlarged, ought to be enlarged under a bill which would 
give it particular power to suppress epidemics and disease. 

- [Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
aining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eight minutes remaining. 


How much time have I re- 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 1 yield the remainder of my 
time, or so much thereof as he may desire, to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the complaint that is made by 
my colleague on the committee [Mr. Mann] that this is not the time 
to consider this bill would be one with which I would agree if it 





were possible to consider the bill at any other time than this. It 
has been on the Calendar a long time, as gentlemen know. It is 


a subject that has been discussed in the Interstate and Foreign 


Commerce Committee ever since I have been a member of that | 


committee. This is the first time that we have ever been able to 
secure an agreement among the health officers of the United 
States. It is the only measure upon which we have ever been 
able to secure an agreement. 

Now. my friend may be right in the supposition that this is not 
a wise bill; but allow me to suggest, gentlemen, that the National 
Board of Health, the National Medical Society, and 22 of the 
State medical societies, as well as all the quarantine officers of 
the United States and of the States, have united on this bill. It 
meets their approval. 
whether it is the best possible measure, but they say it is, and in 
iny judgment their opinion is more valuable than that of any gen- 
tleman who has not given careful study to the subject of quar- 
antine. There are and at all times have been differences between 
the Federal authorities and some of the State authorities. There 
have been serious difficulties. This bill seems to compose those 
difficulties, and hereafter we may hope that they will not exist. 

I do not understand that this bill creates an additional office. 
The men who gather the statistics provided for in this bill are the 
State authorities. They simply report, and we have a uniform 
method of publication by the Federal Government. That is the 
marked change. 

The gentleman teils us that there have been remonstrances 
against the bill. Thatistrue. This bill did not provide for rank 
for the hospital stewards. Those gentlemen do not want that 
title. They want it to be called pharmacists, and they want it to 
have commissions ranking with second lieutenants. They have 


brought to bear upon the committee the influence of the entire | 
pharmaceutical societies of the United States, not in opposition | 


to the bill, but favoring this recognition of rank for certain of 
their membership. That is where the fight has been made by 
them, and my friend ought to have suggested that there is where 
all of these protests came from, and that that was the inspiring 
cause. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permit me, I think the bill 
has been vastly improved in that respect over the protests, but 
that was not the only protest that I had. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I am free to say that there were five 
or six officers in the service who did not like the bill as it was 
originally presented; but I think my friend knows those gentle- 
men have been here in this city, and, as I understand, they yield 
their consent and approve of the bill as it passed the Senate and 
as it now appears before us. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, Iam free to say that this bill has imper- 
fections. I do not believe that we will ever be able to pass one 
that has not. I think that in some ways it might be improved: 
but those measures that, in my judgment, would be an improve- 
ment, would excite hostility upon the part of some of the State 
officers and prevent any legislation at all. 

I hope the bill will pass. I believe it is the best possible meas- 
ure that we can get. Iam satisfied that it meets with the ap- 


proval of the medical fraternity of the United States, of the health | 
officers of the United States, and of the quarantine boards of the | 


various States. Therefore I hope that it will become a law. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, how much 
time have I remaining? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has two minutes remaining. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, it is very evi- 


dent from the remarks made by the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. | 
MANN] that the time will never come when he will really under- | 


stand the objects and purposes of a bill of this kind. A measure 
of this sort has been before the different committees for years. 
Recently the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee has 
given a great deal of time to hearings on this bill. All the pro- 
visions were fully explained. He says that it does not undertake 
nor will it accomplish any regulation relative to yellow fever. 

Whose opinion would you rather have on that subject, that of 
the American Medical Association, and the medical convention 
of twenty-two States, composed of leading State health officers, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, who all say that the object 
and purpose of this bill is to regulate matters pertaining to yel- 
low fever, or that of the gentleman from Illinois {[Mr. Mann]? 
The only objection that my friend from Illinois makes to the bill 
is that he does not understand it. That is all. 


Now the objection made against the bill by my friend from 
Missouri |Mr. De ARMOND] relates to a certain section, and it 
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I am not able to say and do not know | 
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seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that if he had looked at it from the 
right standpoint, according to the plain meaning of the English 
words that are there used, he would not have said what he did 
| say about it. Why, the object of that section, Mr. Speaker, is to 
| have an advisory board. How is that advisory board made up? 
| The gentleman from Missouri says it is an effort upon the part of 
| the Surgeon-General to ‘‘ glorify’’ himself by gathering around 
| him anumber of gentlemen from different sections, and that he 
| can call anybody he pleases. 
| Why that advisory board consists of nine expert officers on 
| the question of laboratory work as applicable to health, one of 
'them to be appointed by the Surgeon-General of the Army, one 
by the Surgeon-General of the Navy, one by the Commissioner 
| of Agriculture from the Bureau of Animal Industry, and the 
Surgeon-General of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Sery- 
ice will be the fourth expert. These four experts will be ex officio 
| members of this advisory board. Five other members of this 
advisory board who are not in the employment of the Govern- 
ment shall be appointed by the Surgeon-General of the Public 
Health and Marine-Hospital Service. Certainly great benefit 
| will be derived from the conferences and consultations of such a 
| board coming from different sections of our country. This section 
makes a wise provision for the length of service of these five 
members of the board and their rotation in office. It is really 
one of the most commendable features of this important bill, and 
the gentleman from Missouri entirely misunderstands its purpose 
and scope. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. The 
time on both sides has expired, and the question is on suspending 
the rules and passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair, two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended 
and the bill was passed. 

PUBLIC LANDS AND BUILDINGS, PORTO RICO. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- 
ing House bill with Senate amendments. The Chair will say that 
| these amendments strictly require to be considered in Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and therefore con- 
sideration can only be had by unanimous consent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 14244) authorizing the President to reserve public lands and 
buildings in the island of Porto Rico for public uses, and granting other pub- 
lic lands and buildings to the government of Porto Rico. 

The Senate amendments were read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand this bill has 
been reported unanimously by the Committee on Insular Affairs. 
I am so informed, and for that reason I shall not object. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. This bill originally passed the House 
in pursuance of a unanimous recommendation of the Committee 
on Insular Affairs. It isa measure in which the people of Porto 
Rico are very deeply and very much interested. The bill went 
| to the Senate and four or five amendments were attached to it. 
| Some of them are of an unimportant character, but one amend- 
ment, in relation to naturalization, I do not believe the House is 
ready to agree to. I therefore ask that the House disagree to the 
Senate amendments and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The gentleman 
from Indiana moves that the House disagree to the Senate amend- 
ments and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoirits the following conferees: 
Mr. CRUMPACKER, Mr. CANNON, and Mr. WILuiAMs of Illinois. 

CONDEMNED CANNON, 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the Senate joint 
resolution 113. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


| A joint resolution (S. R. 113) authorizing the Secretary of War to furnish 
condemned cannon for a monument to the soldiers of Worcester County, 

Mass., who served in the war for the Union, to be surmounted by an 

equestrian statue of the late Maj. Gen. Charles Devens, United States 

Volunteers. 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be. and he is hereby. authorized 
to deliver to the governor of the State of Massachusetts at such place as he 
shall designate, if the same can be done without detriment to the public serv- 
ice, such condemned bronze cannon as he may deem proper, not to exceed 
15,000 pounds in weight, to be used in the erection of a monument to the soldiers 
of Worcester County, Mass., who served in the war for the Union, to be sur- 
mounted by an equestrian statue of the late Maj. Gen. Charles Devens, 
United States Volunteers. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SULZER. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. ‘ 

Mr. SULZER. I desire to be informed whether it will be 2 
order to ask for a second in regard to this matter? 

The SPEAKER. This is a request for unanimous consent. It 
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is not a motion to suspend the rules. 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The joint resolution was ordered toa third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
AQUEDUCT BRIDGE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee on the District of Columbia from the fur- 
ther consideration of a Senate joint resolution which I hold in my 
hand, but I have not the number, reappropriating $15,000 for wor 
on the Aqueduct Bridge in connection with the piers of the 
bridge. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent to discharge the Committee on the District of Columbia 
from the further consideration of the following joint resolution 
and to consider the same now in the House. The Clerk will re- 
port the joint resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 130) authorizing certain temporary repairs to the 
Aqueduct Bridge, District of Columbia. 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to spend an amount not exceeding $3,000 from the balance of appropriations 
made for the reconstruction of pier No. 4 of the Aqueduct Bridge, District 
of Columbia, for the purpose of the examination of, and immediate tem- 
porary My: to, the remaining piers of said bridge in cases of need arising 
from flood or ice, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Reserving the right to object, I would 
ask the gentleman from Illinois to explain this joint resolution. 

Mr. CANNON. I have a letter here from the Chief of Engi- 
neers covering the matter. I can say in a word tothe gentleman 
that we have to rebuild the Aqueduct Bridge. A pier has been 
substantially rebuilt, but not quite’ finished. The District bill 
authorizes the building of another pier. It is absolutely neces- 
sary to be done, and is being done gradually and efficiently under 
the War Department by the Chief of Engineers, and being so 
done as not to interrupt travel. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Has the appropriation been made for 
that purpose? 

Mr. CANNON. In the other appropriation bill it has. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘Why, if the appropriation has been 
made, discharge the Committee on the District of Columbia from 
the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CANNON. The Committee on the District of Columbia 
does not know that it was referred toit. It came over yesterday. 

Mr. BABCOCK. This was an erroneous reference to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr.CANNON. Andit happened that the communication came 
to me, though it really ought to have gone to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then it is necessary to enact a law to 
authorize the carrying it on? 

Mr. CANNON. It is a reappropriation, authorizing the finish- 
ing of this pier and a further examination of other piers. I have 
the letter, which I will read. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Illinois thinks it is 
necessary to be done? 

Mr. CANNON. Undoubtedly necessary. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


WAREHOUSE, OMAHA, NEBR. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 12702) to provide for 
the erection of a quartermaster’s warehouse at Omaha, Nebr. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That _a warehouse for the storage and distribution of 
quartermaster supplies, United States Army, be erected, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War, upon ground now owned by the United States 
in the city of Omaha and State of Nebraska, the cost of such building not 
to exceed the sum of $75,000. 

SEc.2, That the sum of $75.000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
of the United States not otherwise appropriated, to carry into effect the 
foregoing provisions. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Ireserve the right to object, Mr. Speaker. 

. ‘ ‘ . . 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I think the regular bills have 
cared for enough of this service. We want to leave something 
for the next session of Congress to do. I must say to my friend I 
feel constrained to object. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 
ro Can NON. Oh, well, Mr. Speaker, I throw up my hands. 

4aughter. | 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois withdraws his 
XXXV——486 


Is there objection? [After 
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objection, if the Chair understands it. Is there further objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; was 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MERCER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


APPRAISERS AT PORTS OF PHILADELPHIA AND BOSTON, 


Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 4139) to diminish the number 
of appraisers at the ports of Philadelphia and Boston. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That sections numbered 2529 and 2544 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States are hereby so amended that there shall be one 
appraiser of merchandise at each of said ports instead of two, as now pro- 
vided by law. 

The salary of said appraisers shall be 
$3,000 each, as now established by law. 


on= 
$0) 
, 


00 each per annum, instead of 


With the following amendments recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means: 

Amend the title by adding thereto “and for other purposes;” 
strike out the word “five” and insert the word “four.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Reserving the right to ob- 
ject, Mr. Speaker, I would like to understand this bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I will state for the information of 
the gentleman that this is the unanimous report from the gentle- 
man’s own Committee on Ways and Means, and it is to correct 
the anomaly in the present law in regard to the appraisers at . 
Boston and Philadelphia. Under the present law there are two 
appraisers ateach port. The services of these men have not been 
required. At the port of Philadelphia there has been but one 
appraiser for fifty years, and at Boston for seventeen years. The 
duties of these men have greatly increased, and in fact they are re- 
sponsible and the office is as important now as the surveyor and 
collector of customs. <A large number of appraisers and inspect- 
ors are under the control of these men. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Let me ask the gentleman if it increases 
the pay of the remaining two; and if so, how much? 

Mr. ADAMS. One thousand dollars in Boston and $1,000 in 
Philadelphia. This isa Senate bill. The Senate increased it to 
$5,000, but the Committee on Ways and Means has reduced the 
salary to $4,000. In view of the fact that the services of these 
men have so increased and the responsibilities have become so 
much greater as it is and in reducing the number from two to 
one, we thought that the salary of $4,000 was reasonable. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman that the com- 
mittee considered this matter. We have had it before us for two 
years, and we took some evidence in regard to the duties of these 
men, and, comparing their salaries with the salaries of others, the 
committee thought the increase to $4,000 was fair and reasonable. 
The Senate had increased it to $5,000. The present salary is 
$3,000. We therefore reported a bill fixing the sum at $4,000. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. There were three appraisers? 

Mr. PAYNE. There are two authorized under the law at each 
port. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And now there is only one? 

Mr. PAYNE. They have cut it down to one in each port by 
this bill, and given the appraiser $4,000 salary instead of $3,000. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman from New York inform the 
House why the appraiser at Boston and Philadelphia should re- 
ceive $4,000 apiece, and at San Francisco, a port of greater im- 
portance, with more imports and more exports than either of the 
other ports, the appraiser should be continued at a salary of 
$3,000? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will say to the gentleman that we only had 
evidence before the committee in relation to Philadelphia and 
Boston. It did not relate to the appraiser at San Francisco, and 
no suggestion was made in regard to it. 

Mr. LOUD. I think if $3,000 is enough for the appraiser at San 
Francisco I shall have to object. You could have put in the ap- 
praiser at San Francisco if the committee had seen fit. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill as amended. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. ADAMS. I ask unanimous consent that a second be ci 
sidered as ordered. 

Mr. SULZER. 


in line 8 


i 


h- 


There is no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks that 
a second may be considered as ordered. Is there objection? Tho 
Chair hears none. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania for twenty minutes and the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SuLzER] for twenty minutes. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I think the matter has been suf- 
ficiently explained to the House. In view of the fact that this is 
the unanimous report from the Committee on Ways and Means, 
the fact that the appraiser in the city of New York gets $6,000, 
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I think this very mild provision in the way of an increase of 
salary ought to appeal to the fair judgment of the House. As 
the chairman of the Committee on Ways aud Means has explained 
the matter so fully, I will occupy no more time, but will reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, at this time I wish to take advan- 
tage of the rules and submit to the House some remarks on a 
resolution introduced by myself regarding the Pacific transport 
service, which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read in 
my own time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Concurrent resolution. 

Whereas the allegations of inadequate and scandalous conduct of the af- 
fairs of the United States transport service between San Francisco and the 
Philippine Islands, made by the Examiner and other leading newspapers, 
have been sustained by the official reports to the War Department by special 
a i ene inspectors Col. John L. Chamberlain and Col. Marion P. 
; Wher as no action commensurate with the gravity of the conditions shown 
to. have existed has been taken by the Secretary of War: Therefore, 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
working of the transport system be investigated by a Congressional commis- 
sion to consist of three—— 

Mr. PARKER (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, I rise 
toa point of order. This resolution has nothing to do with the 
debate on the pending bill. It is not pertinent to the subject 
under consideration, nor are any remarks on the transport service. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I have the floor and the gentle- 
man can not take me off my feet. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to make a point 
of order, but the Chair can not decide the question until the paper 
has been read, [After examining the resolution.] This resolu- 
tion can not be read except by unanimous consent. It is not 
germane. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman insists on his 
point of order, I shall insist on the point of order that there is no 
quorum present. I only want a few minutes 

Mr. PARKER. How long? 

Mr. SULZER. Ten minutes. 

Mr. PARKER. There need be no difficulty about it. Mr. 
Speaker, if the gentleman will pardon me a moment, the only 
question before the House is one of fairness— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SuLzer] 











wants to talk on a different subject from that before the House. | 


Without objection, he will be accorded ten minutes, to be taken 
out of his time. 

Mr. HULL. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made 

Mr. SULZER. Does the Chair rule that I can be taken off the 
floor in this way? I have control of the time—— 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made, the gentle- 
man must confine his discussion to the bill before the House. 





Mr. SULZER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order | 


that no quorum is present. 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House). 
members present—more than a quorum. 

Mr. SULZER. I ask fortellers. [A pause.] Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the House for ten minutes on 
this resolution concerning the Pacific transport service between 
San Francisco and the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. HULL. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to address the House for ten minutes, the same to 
come out of his time. 

Mr. SULZER. Certainly. 

Mr. HULL. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is again made by the gentleman 
from iowa. 

Mr. SULZER. 
I ask for tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is the debate. 
The gentleman has been recognized for debate. 

Mr.SULZER. I ask for tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The House has already passed that point. 
Does the gentleman from New York desire to occupy the time? 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I have no disposition to oppose the 
bil! offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.Apams]. 
In my opinion it is a good bill. It has been unanimously recom- 
mended by the Committee on Ways and Means, and I trust it 
will pass this House. I simply desire at this time to take advan- 
tage of what I believe is my parliamentary right to speak on a 
resolution concerning the Pacific transport service which I intro- 
duced, and which has not been reported by the Committee on 
Military Affairs. This question is a very important question to 
the people of this country, and the taxpayers who pay the money. 
I think something ought to be done about it. A great deal of 


Whatis the gentleman afraidof? Mr. Speaker, 


public money has been squandered. It is a grave scandal and 
should be investigated. 


There are 178 | 
| (Laughter. ] 
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Mr. HULL. LI insist upon my point of order. 

Mr. SULZER (continuing). All I want to do—~— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will suspend. 
A pointof order is made. The gentleman from Iowa will state it. 

Mr. HULL. My point is that the gentleman is discussing a 
resolution which was ruled out of order by the Chair. , 

Mr. SULZER. Iam not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will state his 
point. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I am not saying a word about the 
resolution, and I shall not do so; but I hold in my hand the re- 
ports of two Army officers who investigated- 

Mr. HULL. My point of order is that the gentleman is no} 
discussing the question before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
ADAMS] is recognized. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I submit I have the floor. 

= SPEAKER. The gentleman has said he would not say a 
worda—— 

Mr. SULZER. The Chair can not anticipate what I am about 
to say. I hold in my hand 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York must take 








| his seat, unless he desires to speak upon the question before the 


House. The gentleman, however, has stated that he did not in- 


| tend to say one word about the resolution, 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
allowed to proceed in order. 

Mr. SULZER. Accepting the ruling of the Chair, I shall have 
something to say about this a little later on. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I move that the gentleman be allowed to 
proceed in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the motion. al- 
though the Chair requested the gentleman to proceed in order, and 
he said he would not. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
thought the Chair—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asked the gentleman to proceed in 
order, and he said he would not say one word about the resolution. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I think the Chair misunderstood the gen- 
tleman. I think the gentleman from New York meant to say 


I move that the gentleman be 


The Chair will permit me a moment. | 


| that he was not going to say anything about the resolution re- 


ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from New 
York did he mean the resolution before the House when he said 
that he would not say one word about it? 

Mr. SULZER, I said that the bill of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania was, in my opinion, a very good bill; but, sir, even 
if it were not in all respects satisfactory to me, heis such a genial 
gentleman that I would be disinclined to object. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Speaker, just a word more. As the Chair has ruled that | 
can not speak on my own resolution, regarding an investigation 
of the Pacific transport service, at this time, I yield the balance 
of my time to the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup]. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I only wish to say this to the House 
about this bill reported from the Committee on Ways and Means. 
If appraisers are entitled to and should receive $4,000 a year for 
their services, then the Committee on Ways and Means in my 
humble opinion should have taken into consideration appraisers 
throughout the country. I do not know whether I would advo- 
cate the increase of the salary of the appraiser at San Francisco 
or not. I do know as a commercial port, as a port of export and 
import, as to the customs work done at that port in comparison 
with Boston and_ Philadelphia, that it is a port far exceeding 
either of those. Now, then, I say again, if the salaries of ap- 
praisers should be $4,000 a year, it would seem to me that the 
more important port ought really to have as much as the less 1m- 
portant. The gentleman from New York says the matter of San 
Francisco was not before the committee. I assume that when a 
matter of the salaries of officials is before a committee that that 
committee takes into consideration the salaries of like officials, 
and if in the opinion of the Committee on Ways and Means the 
appraiser at the port of San Francisco, a more important port, J 
say, than either, is sufficiently paid bya salary of $3,000 a year—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I would inquire what the geu- 
tleman means by ‘‘ more important.”’ : 

Mr. LOUD. Why, that the receipts at the customs-house, that 
the customs business done at San Francisco is greater than at the 
port of Philadelphia. ; 

Mr. BINGHAM. No; Philadelphia is the second port in the 
Union and Boston is the third. ae 3 

Mr. LOUD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. There was a tim 


when Philadelphia was, but at the present time, during the last 


year and a half, no. For many years San Francisco was the sec- 
ond port. Then for a time Philadelphia and Boston came 1. 
Since that time, permit me to say, they have fallen to the rear 





= 
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and San Francisco is the second portin the country. That is all 
Ihave to say except this, that I do not believe it right for a com- 
bination to be made to increase the salaries of one or two or three 
individuals. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from California 
entirely misapprehends the situation. The provisions of law 
with respect to Boston and Philadelphia are different altogether 
from the provisions of law with respect to the port of San Fran- 
cisco in this respect, that under existing law there are two ap- | 
praisers at Philadelphia and two at Boston. There is only one | 
provided for at San Francisco. Now, under existing law there | 
might be two appraisers at each of those ports, drawing $6,000 a | 
vear. This bill introduced by the gentleman from Philadelphia | 
provides for one appraiser at each port. That is to say, it re- | 
duces two officers and only increases the salary to $4,000. It is | 
a reduction of $2,000 of salary at each of those ports. Now, the 
gentleman has no right to insinuate that there is any combina- 
tion here in the interests of these two cities, and to complain 
that San Francisco has been neglected. It is not the fault of the 
Committee on Ways and Means that San Francisco has been 
neglected. It is the fault of the gentleman himself. If he does 
not see fit to take the necessary steps to protect the interests of 
his city, he surely can not expect the Committee on Ways and | 
Means to be looking out for it. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DALZELL. I will. 

Mr. LOUD. I have not intimated that I desired the salary of 
the appraiser at San Francisco increased. It is immaterial what 
Imay want. I say if the office at Philadelphia is worth $4,000, | 
then the office at San Francisco is worth $4,000. Ifitisonly worth | 
$3,000 in San Francisco, it is only worth'$3,000 in Philadelphia. 

Mr. DALZELL. The evidence before the committee is that 
the officer at Philadelphia is entitled to $4,000, and if the officer | 
at San Francisco is entitled to the same amount and does not re- 
ceive it, I repeat it is not the fault of the committee, but of the 
gentleman himself, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a | 
question? 

' Mr. DALZELL. My time has expired. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Apams] is recognized. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call the attention 
of the House to the fact that there is a misapprehension. Thisis 
not a House bill. This is a Senate bill which has been carefully 
considered by that body, and in their judgment they raised the 
salaries of these two officers to $5,000. The Committee on Ways 
and Means of the House, after careful scrutiny, struck off $1,000 
from the Senate bill and reduced the salaries to $4,000 a year. 

But the reason for this bill is not found alone in this reduction 
of the number of the officials, but the increase of the salary of 
the one remaining official is justified because of the change in 
the nature of the duties of the appraisers. When those offices 
were created the duties of those officials were almost nominal. 
Now there has been an increase in the imports into both these 
ports of entry, and the duties of the appraisers have become as 
arduous and responsible as those of the surveyors and collectors, 
both of whom are paid $5,000 a year. At the port of Boston 
there are 57 inspectors under the chargeof the appraiser. Surely, 
alan with such responsibility should receive compensation com- 
mensurate with his duties. 

Therefore, with the reduction from two appraisers to one at 
each port, and with the great increase in the responsibilities and 
duties of these officers, the Committee on Ways and Means very 
properly reported the bill in its present form. They reduced the 
salary provided in the Senate bill from $5,000 to $4,000, increas- 





ing the present salary from $3,000 to $4,000. I think the action 
of the Committee on Ways and Means was very conservative. 
The report of that committee was unanimous, and it should meet 
with the indorsement of this House. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

‘The SPEAKER. None whatever. The gentleman yielded all 
his time to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. LOUD, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann], 

Mr. ADAMS. [reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apams] if he read from the printed 
copy of the bill? 

Mr. ADAMS, I did. 

Mr. MANN. Thegentleman stated that the amendment offered 

'y the Committee on Ways and Means proposes to reduce the 
salary as agreed upon by the Senate from $5,000 to $4,000. In the 
copy of ilw bill which I have I do not find any such amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS. Then the gentleman has not the right print of 
the hill. He will find that the amendment has been reported by 
the Committee on Ways and Means and that it is in the bill. 








Mr.MANN. Isee now that my print of the bill was not the 
correct one. 

Mr. ADAMS. Icall for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill with the amendments. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds voting in favor of the 
motion, the rules were suspended and the bill as amended was 
passed. 

Mr.SNOOK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to submit 
some remarks on Senate bill 4850. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SNOOK] asks 
unanimous consent to submit some observations on Senate bill 
4850. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SNOOK. Mr. Speaker, I feel convinced that the provisions 
of the bill increasing the rate of pension of those soldiers who were 
so unfortunate as to suffer the loss of limbs while engaged in the 
service of their country are just. I therefore believe that the 


| measure should pass the House as it came from the Senate, increas- 
| ing the pension of those who have lost one hand or one foot or been 
| totally disabled in the same from $30 to $45 per month; who have 


lost an arm at or above the elbow or a leg at or above the knee or 
been totally disabled in the same from $36 to $50. Those who have 
lost an arm at the shoulder joint or a leg at the hip joint, or so 
near the shoulder or hip joint as to prevent the use of an artificial 
limb from $36 to $60. Those who have lost one hand and one foot 
or been totally disabled in the same from $36 to $60. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House offer certain 
amendments increasing the first class to $40 instead of $45 as 
proposed by the Senate; the second class to $46 instead of $50, and 
the third class at $55 instead of $60. If pension legislation origi- 


| nates in one branch of Congress, there appears at times a disposi- 


tion on the part of the committee in the other branch to reduce 
the rate proposed by the branch in which the legislation origi- 
nates. I think this is done on the theory that in this manner a 
committee can create the impression that they are diligent and 
economical. [Applause. } 

Where the attempted reduction is so small asin this case and 
is taken from a class of people having such meritorious claims 


| against the Government, I believe that the committee will fail to 


receive any great praise for its attempted show at economy either 
in this House or from the country. 

It is now nearly forty years since the close of the war. The 
pensioners who are to receive the benefits of this proposed legis- 
lation were all gallant soldiers and defenders of their country. 
There can be no doubt on this score—their wounds are the badge 
of honor. No decoration, no medal that could be bestowed upon 
them is needed to attest their bravery. The heroic courage and 
patience with which they have borne their wounds during all 
these years as they moved among us have been an object lesson 
in patriotism of inestimable value to the young men of our country. 

early a half a century they have borne the empty sleeve or the 
empty trouser leg in silence, wracked by pain and suffering, 
growing older until the average has now passed three score and 
five, reduced in number to but 7,466. Who is there among us 
that would wish to give up a leg or arm, undergo such suffering, 
and exchange places for the sum that is now proposed to be given 
these veterans? I indorse the sentiment uttered by the commit- 
tee of the Senate in the Fifty-second Congress when they used 
the following language: 

There is no question as to the justice of the claims of the men who left 
limbs on the battlefield. Whatever frauds, if any, have been committed on 
the Treasury by those now drawing pensions, the men who suffered amputa- 
tions have not beena party to them. And it should not be forgotten that 
these amputations were hurriedly performed, often by ignorant or inexpe- 
rienced surgeons, and without any of the precautions deemed so necessary in 
private or ital practice, the result of which was diseased stumps and 
other sequel that will follow the soldier through life. Beyond a question a 
large proportion of these men are suffering from nervous affections, from 
heart disease, or other painful disability, the direct result of the ape 
tions they underwent. he celebrated physician, Dr. Pancoast, of Philadel- 
phia, expressed a great truth when he said concerning this class of cases: 

“One of the prominent sy fhptoms observed in this condition of the nervous 
system is a weakness of the heart action, causing an abnormal blood pres- 
sure, which deranges the secretions and excretions of the various organs of 
the body, seriously interfering with nutrition. He is easily fatigued, and 
when this occursit invariably produces weak and compressible pulse and not 
infrequently an intermittent pulse, all of which results from neurasthenia of 
the medulla, the seat of nerve energy, which controls the action of the heart 
as well as that of respiration. Permit me to say that during a period of 
thirty-five yearsof active practice I have found that where large nerves are 
injured by shock, laceration, or by cutting they are seldom restored to nor- 
mal activity, and the nervous debility thus produced not only shortens life, 
but it incapacitates the one so unfortunately afflicted from continued mental 
or physical exertion.” ; : 

Phase men, as a class, are great sufferers, and much more liable to acci- 
dents than others. Besides this, they are shut out from life insurance, the 
means used by prudent men to project their families from possible want. 
The mortality in this class is unusually large, reaching the enormous figure 
of 57 per thousand annually, with a constantly increasing death rate; and as 
the average age of the soldiers of the war of 1861°1865 is 56 years, the ranks 
of these men will be rapidly decimated by natural causes. For these reasons 
we are impressed with the justice of their demands, sympathizing with them 
when they say: : ‘ 

‘Give back the legs and arms, give back the sight, make helpful the now 
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helpless body, and the largest pension that might be provided by a grateful 
country would not be accepted as the price of either by the man who has 
suffered such a loss.” 

For one I trust that the provisions of this bill as reported by 
the Senate will receive the approval of my colleagues. Let him 
who may find fault with other pension legislation, I hope no one 
can be found who will begrudge this just reward to him who 
still bears the deadly mark of battle he received in defense of his 
country. 

The Committee of the House propose the following amendment 
to the Senate bill: 

Suc. 2. That the pensions of all persons who served one year or more in 
the Army or Navy of the United States and who under the act approved 
June 27, 1890, and the acts amendatory thereof are drawing or hereafter 
shall be entitled to draw a pension at the rate of $12 per month, and who are 
or shall become so disabled from injuries or disease as to require the fre- 
quent and periodical aid and attendance of another person, shall be increased 
to $3) per month from and after the date of the certificate of the examining 
surgeon or board of examining surgeons showing such degree of disability 
and made subsequent to the passage of this act. 

I believe that this amendment should be adopted. Iknow that 
gentlemen have attacked this amendment with great vehemence. 

3ut if you live in a community where reside a large number of 
the veterans of the civil war and look around, you must see many 
old soldiers who served from one to four years—men who were 
the bravest and best soldiers, who always cheerfully performed 
any service, no matter how difficult, that might be assigned them, 
always ready for duty, engaged in many severe battles, whose 
history the Department searches in vain for a hospital record on 
which to base such a rate of pension as their loyal service and sac- 
rifice merits. Yet who doubts that the vitality of one who under- 
went these years of excitement, loss of rest, want of proper food, 
the fatigue and exposure of the bivouac, the march and the bat- 
tle, has not been weakened? Who doubts that this sacrifice 
brought disease and suffering tomany? Thesemen are now grow- 
ing old and feeble. Their Army surgeonsand comrades are dead. 


They are unable to meet the requirements of the law asinterpreted | 4 
| was then physically sound. 


by the Pension Bureau. I say interpreted because I believe the 
rulings as laid down in this Department have in many cases 
amounted to a practical denial of justice. [Applause. ] 

That this is so is clearly shown by the answer of the distin- 
guished chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to a ques- 
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we will be compelled to increase the amount of our special legis- 
lation or correct these inequalities I have pointed out by general 
legislation along the line proposed by this bill and amendments, 

It is plain to all that these inequalities can never be fully cor- 
rected by special legislation when a member representing a dis- 
trict in which live 5,000 soldiers can not secure the passage of 
more than two or at the outside three special acts during a ses- 
sion of Congress. The situation is such as demands the passage 
of general legislation. 

There is still other legislation that ought to be adopted to ad- 
just the inequalities that have grown out of these rulings of the 
Department. I would suggest to the committee the adoption of 
a measure embracing the provisions contained in the amend- 
ments offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. JrnxKrns] 
to the general pension appropriation bill, one of which is as fol- 
lows: 


That in all cases of application for pension it shall be presumed in favor of 
the person on account of whose service pension is claimed, whether living or 
dead, that the disability for which pension is claimed is not due to his vicious 
habits, and the acceptance by the United States of any such person into the 
military or naval service of the United States shall be prima facie evidence 
that at the time of such acceptance such person was mentally and physically 
sound, not then suffering from or laboring under any disease, injury, wound, 
or disability, and the opinion of the board of surgeons organized by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions shall be received as prima facie evidence that the per- 
son on account of whose service pension is claimed received a wound, injury, 
or contracted a disease or a disability ina pensionable degree while in the 
military or naval service of the United States. And for the purpose of be- 
ing able to form a correct opinion the board of surgeons must carefully con- 
sider the history of the person on account of whose services pension is claimed 
in connection with other sworn statements offered by the claimant, sufficient 
for the board to express an opinion that the services of such soldier or sailor 
sufficiently account for the wound, injury, disease, or disability for which the 
pension is claimed. All of the statements upon which the opinion is based 
shall be forwarded to the Commissioner of Pensions as part of the report. 


I believe after a man has been examined by the Government 


| physicians and found to be fit for duty, that it is wrong, unjust, 


and absurd to require him to prove that all this is so—that he 
Such an amendment would afford a 


just and simple test. We pass laws saying that these men are 


| entitled to a pension, and then the Department puts such inter- 
| pretation on these laws and makes such exacting requirements as 
| often prevents the applicant from acquiring that which we say 


tion propounded by the distinguished member from Tennessee | 


[ Mr. Garnes], which may be found on page 2376 of the REcorpD, | 


and is as follows: 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, as I say, these bills are all for an increase 
of pension. What is the gentleman's idea about having a general law to 
pension soldiers of the civil war instead of having from day to day these spe- 
cial bills to increase pensions? I would like to ask the gentleman why there 
is so much of that kind of legislation. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Simply because they do not get justice at the Pension 
Bureau 

Mr. GAtNEs of Tennessee. The gentleman arraigns the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Well, an injustice is done the soldiers on the records at 
the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. GALNES of Tennessee. Then that rule applies to all the cases reported 
bere this morning’ 


Mr. SuLLOWAY. I do not remember whether all the cases that have been | 


taken up this morning are for increase, but I think they are mostly for an 
increase. 

When we find how difficult it is in many cases to satisfy the 
Department that the disease with which the soldier is suffering is 
of army origin it seems to me that we must be convinced that 
there is an absolute necessity for such legislation as is embraced 
in thisamendment. Many of these veterans are helpless; they are 
absolutely unable to secure any increase of pension through the 
Department, whose rulings have become more and more severe, 
until they preclude many from any hope of increase. 

These men are helpless invalids, without means of support. 
They were gallant soldiers. 
we so often hear criticised by the opponents of pension legisla- 
tion. In many cases they must receive an additional pension or 
become public charges. I ask is it possible that there is a single 
man on the floor of this House who would be willing to suffer 
any man who served faithfully for more than one year in defense 
of his country to become a public charge? 

Many are inclined to criticise the House for its special pension 
legislation. But it must be remembered that the present rulings 
of the Pensiori Bureau have grown up through a series of prece- 
dents each one of which has become a little more severe against 
the soldier seeking a pension or an increase of the one he already 
has. These new rulings and requirements which have from time 
to time come to be rules that are invariably adhered to, have nec- 
essarily worked a great inequality in the amount of pension al- 
lowed to soldiers at various times. The amount being controlled 


by the rule in force at the time of the allowance of the pension 
claim and the manner in which various Commissioners have in- 
terpreted the laws and precedents, some favorable and some 
unfavorable to the claims of the soldiers. 

If the claims are to be at all equalized, if justice is to be done 
to that class which the chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions says are denied justice by the rulings of the Department, 





he is entitled to. 
Not only this, but often the Department is not satisfied with 
requiring the applicant to prove that he was physically sound 


; when he entered the service, but notwithstanding he has proved 


this fact and he was thoroughly examined by the Army surgeons 
and they found it to be true, the Department send out examiners 
to make an expert examination, who often call in some of the 


| neighbors, who may be the personal enemy of the applicant, to 


see if it is not possible to show that he was afflicted with disease 
before his service. And often the word of some such witness is 
allowed to outweigh the evidence of the examining surgeon and 
the proof of comrades. 

I suppose the original intention of the Department in creating 
the special examiners was to assist the poor and afflicted appli- 
cant, and to help in the search for and the examination of com- 
rades who lived so far away that they could not be reached by 
the applicant. But, speaking for myself, it seems to me what 


| experience I have had in the examination of their work of late, 


their main exertion has been along the line of hunting testimony 
to contradict that offered by the applicant and to defeat cases 


| already fairly made. 


They do not belong to the class that | 


| aminers and as much again or more for expenses. 


We are appropriating annually $195,000 in salary to these ex- 
The amount 
paid to these examiners annually would pension 3,300 worthy 
soldiers at $10 per month, and in my opinion the discontinuance 
of this class of employees and the spending of the money appro- 
priated for their salaries and expense for pensions would be one 
of the best pieces of pension legislation that could be adopted. 

The soldiers of the civil war I am sure demand nothing but 
justice at our hands. There are many inequalities in the pen- 
sions that have been granted. We all know this. Itis our duty, 
if possible, to correct these errors and inequalities. If we are 
dismayed by the cry of some who oppose all further pension leg- 
islation, I maintain we fail in our duty. Ibelieve these measures 
I have discussed will tend to correct some of the errors in the 
administration of the Pension Bureau. Let us endeavor to 
correct these inequalities in every way we can. I believe we 
owe it to the soldiers, and for one I shall heartily support al 
such measures. [Loud applause. ] 


MONUMENTS TO GENERALS FRANCIS NASH AND WILLIAM LEE 
DAVIDSON, 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of House joint resolution 
No. 16, to carry into effect two resolutions of the Continental Con- 
gress directing monuments to be erected to the memory of Gen- 
erals Francis Nash and William Lee Davidson, of North Carolina 











1902. 





The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the sum of $5,000 be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated for the erection of a monment in honor of the memory 


of Brig. Gen. Francis Nash, of North Carolina, according to the resolution of 
Congress passed on the 4th day of November, 1777. 
Sxc. 2. That a like sum of $5,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 


for the erection of a monument in honor of the memory of Brig. Gen. William | in the celestial heavens, wherein we all hope to attain a pe sition. 


| Simply and purely from a standpoint of public service 


Lee Davidson, of North Carolina, in accordance with the resolution of Con- 
gress passed on the 20th day of September, 1781. 
Sec. 38. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall pay the sums appropri- 


~y » 7 . T ‘ i rheneve Pp ire f | . . . . 
ated to the order of the governor of North Carolina whenever required for sympathy with everybody who performs his duty well, having 


the purposes aforesaid. 


The following amendment recommended by the committee was 
read: 

Strike out section 8 of the bill and substitute therefor the following: 

“Sec. 3. That the site for the location of said monuments, the designs for 
the same, the conduct of the work of erection, and the disbursement of the 
money hereinbefore appropriated shall be under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War, who shall, however, act jointly with the governor of the State 
of North Carolina, as far as may be practicable, in the selection of a location 
for said monuments.” 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man, has this been authorized by law or is this the authorization? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. This is the authorization. 

Mr. CANNON. Two monuments are to be erected somewhere 
in North Carolina to the memory of two Revolutionary soldiers? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Two brigadier-generals who 
fell in the forefront of battle in the Revolutionary war. These 
monuments were once authorized by the Continental Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. Why werethey not put up under that authori- 
zation? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. It may have been on account 
of the disturbed condition of the country, or on account of the 
poverty of the Continental Treasury. In any event, the monu- 
ments were not built, although they were authorized by the Con- 
tinental Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, it is ungracious to object. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I hope the gentleman will not. 

Mr. CANNON. But this thing of monuments, seems to me, 
ought to be confined, except in very rare instances—and it seems 
to me the exceptions are not wise—to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They are old acquaintances 
of my friend from Illinois. I think he was born in North Caro- 
linr about that time. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. They died just before I can recollect; but I 
know my friend from Tennessee had full acquaintance with them. 
{Laughter. 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. Before the gentleman from Ili- 
nois interposes an objection, I would like to say this to him: That 
one of these generals, General Nash, was the colonel of the First 
North Carolina Regiment. He was afterwards promoted to 
brigadier-general, and was ordered to join General Washington 
in the North, where he served under the eye of the great com- 
mander with distinction, and at the battle of Germantown, Pa., 
now in the city of Philadelphia, he was mortally wounded and 
died a few daysafterwards. He is buried in the Mennonist burial 
ground in Kulpsville, Montgomery County, Pa. 

The Continental Congress thereafter, in a resolution mentioning 
his gallantry and bravery, authorized the erection of a monument 
to his memory. General Davidson was born in Pennsylvania, 
but moved to North Carolina when a child. He was first major 
and finally brigadier-general. He foughtin the battles of Brandy- 
wine, Monmouth, and at Germantown, where General Nash fell. 
He was severely wounded at the battle of Calsons Mill, and was 
killed at the engagement of Cowans Ford, on the Catawba River, 
in North Carolina, resisting Cornwallis’s march northward. Both 
of these men fought for their country’s liberty, and they poured 
out their life’s blood in that behalf. I say to the gentleman from 
filinois that the original resolutions in the Continental Congress 
which recognized these two brave soldiers directed the governor 
of North Carolina to build the monuments, and left their location 
to the discretion of the governor of North Carolina. 

_We have in North Carolina the Guilford Battle Ground Asso- 
ciation. It has reclaimed this famous battle ground at Guilford 
Court-house, which Mr. Benton, in his ‘‘ Thirty Years in the 
United States Senate,”’ says led inevitably to Cornwallis’s sur- 
render at Yorktown. This battle ground has been reclaimed by 
the patriotic citizens, who have also erected many small monu- 
ments there, and on the Fourth of July of each year thousands 
of people from various parts of our State pay tribute to the prin- 
ciples of liberty, independence, and sacrifice which actuated our 
Revolutionary ancestors. I certainly hope that the gentleman 
from llinois, with this explanation, will not object to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution. I think these monuments 
ought to be erected. The location is left with the Secretary of 
War and the governor of North Carolina, so far as the governor 
can aid him in it, and in my opinion Guilford Battle Ground should 
be the spot favored with their location, 
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Mr. CANNON. Well, these were two gallant soldiers, I have 
no doubt. The Continental Congress acted in word but not in 
deed. So far as these gallant men are concerned, following the 
doctrine of Swedenborg, they know nothing of it. 

Mr. SULZER. Are you a Swedenborgian? 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). No doubt there are other heroes 








although 
it may seem to be, perhaps, not a courteous thing to do—from 


broken the record, as our friends wiil claim, and come pretty near 
to it, as we will admit, let us leave something for the liberality 
of Congress and the Treasury to do at the next session. We will 
absolutely have nothing to do to earn our salary. I must now, 
with all due respect to my friend, purely impersonally, object. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I regret that the 
gentleman objects, and move to suspend the rules and pass the joint 
resolution No. 16, with the amendment that the Committee on 
the Library recommends. 

The SPEAKER. Does some one object to unanimous consent? 

Mr. CANNON. I think I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman objects. The gentleman from 
North Carolina moves to suspend the rules and pass the joint 
resolution with the amendment recommended by the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. On that I demand a second. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that a sec- 
ond may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
North Carolina on the one side and the gentleman from Illinois 
on the other. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I merely wish to say, Mr. 
Speaker, in addition to what I have said, that this bill, or a simi- 
lar resolution, has passed the Senate for the last three Congresses 
and in the form in which it was introduced into this Congress. 
The Committee on the Library offer an amendment, striking out 
the third section and inserting a new section, pertaining to the 
location and design of this monument, Iwill say to the gentle- 
man from Illinois that we have already passed some monument 
bills during this session, one carrying an appropriation of $25,000 
and one $50,000 and one of $100,000 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina will sus- 
pend. The Committee on Naval Affairs desires to present a con- 
ference report on the naval appropriation bill, 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit the conference re- 
port on the naval appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The report and statement will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14046) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, oa for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 91, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the following: 

That for the purpose of further increasing the naval establishment of the 
United States, the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by 
contract two first-class battleships carrying the heaviest armor and most 
powerful ordnance for vessels of their class upon a trial displacement of not 
more than sixteen thousand tons, and to have the highest practicable speed 
and great radius of action, and to cost, exclusive of armor and armament, not 
exceeding four million two hundred and twelve thousand dollars each; two 
first class armored cruisers of not more than fourteen thousand five hundred 
tons trial displacement, carrying the heaviest armor and most powerful 
armament for vessels of their class, and to have the highest practicable speed 
and great radius of action, and to cost, exclusive of armor and armament, not 
exceeding four million six hundred and fifty-nine thousand dollars each; two 
gunboats of about one thousand tons trial displacement, to cost, when built, 
exclusive of armament, not exceeding three hundred and eight-two thou- 
sand dollars each, and the contract for the construction of each of said ves- 
sels shall be awarded, by the Secretary of the Navy, to the lowest best re- 
sponsible bidder, having in view the best results and most expeditious deliv- 
ery; and in the construction of all of said vessels the provisions of the Act of 
August third, eighteen hundred and eighty-six, entitled “An Act to increase 
the naval establishment,” as to materials for said vessels, their engines, 
boilers, and machinery, the contracts under which they are built, the notice 





of any proposals for the same, the plans, drawings, apecem ations therefor, 
and the method of executing said contracts shall be observed and followed, 
and, subject to the provisions of this Act, all said vessels shali be built in com- 
pliance with the terms of said Act, and in all their parts shall be of domestic 
machinery; and the steel material shall be of domestic manufacture, and of 


the quality and characteristics best adapted to the various purposes for whi ‘h 
it may be used, in accordance with specifications approved by the Secretary 
of the Navy; and not more than two of the six battleships, armored cruisers, 
and gunboats provided for in this Act shall be built by one contracting party. 
One battleship or one armored cruiser herein provided for shall be built 
on or near the coast of the Pacific ocean or the waters connecting thers with; 
but if it shall appear to the satisfaction of the President from the bidding for 
such contracts that said vessel cannot be constructed on or near the coast of 
the Pacific ocean at a cost not exceeding four per centum above the lowest 
accepted bid for the corresponding vessel provided for in this Act, he shall 
authorize the construction of said vessel elsewhere in the United States, sub- 
ject to the limitations as to cost hereinbefore provided: Provided, That the 
Recretary of the Navy shall build one of the battleships authorized by this 
Act in such navy yard as he may designate: Provided, further, That the 
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Secretary of the Navy shall buildall the vessels herein authorized in such navy 
yards as he may designate, should it reasonably appear that the persons, firms 
or corporations or the agents thereof, bidding for the construction of any of 
said vessels, have entered into any combination, agreement or understanding, 
the effect, object or purpose of which is to deprive the Government of fair, 
open and unrestricted competition in letting contracts for the construction 
of any of said vessels. 

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby instructed to keepan accurate ac- 
count of the cost of inspection and construction of vessels provided for in 
this Act, whether built in Government yards or by contract, and report 
thereon to Congress, at each session, the progress of work and cost thereof, 
including the inspection of all the material going into the construction of 
said vessels, and, upon the completion thereof, to report a full and detailed 
statement showing the relative cost of inspection and construction in Gov- 
ernment yards and by contract. 

And for the purpose of preparing and equipping such navy yard or navy 
yards as may be so aecimoehed for the construction of any such vessels, the 
sum of one hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated for each of the navy-yards in 
which the Secretary of the Navy may direct any such vessels to be built. 

GEORGE EDMUND FOSS, 
R..W. TAYLER, 
ADOLPH MEYER, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


EUGENE HALE, 
GEORGE C. PERKINS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the report, 
and upon that motion I desire to say a few words. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman from Mlinois 
tell us what this change is? I could not hear the reading of the 
statement very well. 

Mr. FOSS. That is what I desire to do. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a full and complete agreement upon the 
naval appropriation bill. The agreement is identically the same 
in language with the proposition which I submitted to the House 
last evening, with this exception: That the ship is named; that is 
to say, that it is mandatory on the Secretary of the Navy to build 
one battle ship in a Government navy-yard. [Applause.] But 
the provision requiring him, in case he can not secure reasonable 
prices, to build all ships in Government navy-yards has been 
stricken out. That was in the proposition which I offered last 
evening. but that was not deemed material, for this reason: There 
is a further proposition in this provision requiring the Secretary 
of the Navy, in case there shall be any combination on the part of 
shipbuilders against an open, free, and fair competition, that then 
the Secretary of the Navy shall have the authority to build the 
ships in the Government nvay-yards. With thesetwo exceptions, 
the provision is identical in every particular with that which I 
had the honor to submit last evening. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have nothing further to say except this: 
I felt that it would have been better for the Government to have 
left the ship to be built in a navy-yard unnamed. Knowing the 
Secretary of the Navy as I do,and as you do; knowing that he 
would not trifie witha provision authorizing him to build aship in 
the Government navy-yards, and believing that he would build a 
battle ship there—certain of it—I felt that if we left that ship 
unnamed we could secure better prices from the shipbuilders all 
down the line for the great naval programme—one of the largest 
ever incorporated ina naval appropriation bill. cAgginne. 

I felt when the battle ship was named that the shipbuilders 
might combine and put in a very low bid on the other battle 
ship, and that we could not get a fair and honest test; but, if we 
left it in the discretion of this man whom we know and with 
whom we have served, it would all the greater inure to the ben- 
efit of the Government in theend. That is allI desire to say, 
and I wiil yield to my colleague, Mr. TayLER of Ohio, as much 
time as he desires. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I have but a word to say 
as to the provision in this bill. As it passed the House it pro- 
vided for the building of one gunboat, ene armored cruiser, and 
one battle ship in Government yards. The provision as now re- 
ported from the committee of conference provides that one great 
battle ship shall be built in Government yards. Now, I served 
notice on the House last night that, notwithstanding the expres- 
sion of the House in favor of one of each of three kinds, my propo- 
sition was and always had been for the building of one great 
ship in Government yards. And while I know that we could 
not have obtained any better agreement with the Senate than we 
now have, yet I feel that I was especially justified in coming to 
' the agreement which my colleagues and I reached with the Sen- 
ate conferees in having one great battle ship built in Government 
yards. I feel now like congratulating the House and congratu- 
lating the country on the fact that the great fight is won, that the 
experiment is to be tried, and a really great modern ship is to be 
built by the Government in a Government yard, by Government 
workmen, and by Government engineers. [Applause.] 

Mr. FOSS. I now yield to my colleague, the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. Meyer]. 


Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, the agreement re- 


ported by the conferees upon the naval appropriation bill bas 
been reached after many days of argument and conference. I 
may well congratulate the House upon the successful result, and 
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although we have not obtained all that we contended for at the 
outset, as one of the conferees, I can freely state that the conces- 
sions made by the Senate ought to be, and no doubt will be, emi- 
nently satisfactory to all of us who have advocated the principle 
of construction of some of our war ships in our navy-yards. I 
earnestly recommend the adoption of the report on the confer- 
ence. My colleagues | Messrs. Foss and TAYLER] have stated the 
terms of our agreement fully and clearly. Further explanation 
on my part is unnecessary. I now yield three minutes of my 
time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Firagera.p]. 5 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I feel that the House is to 
be congratulated upon the outcome of this conference. Since the 
first session of the Fifty-sixth Congress I have been active in the 
movement then begun to have some of the Government vessels 
built in the navy-yards of the United States. Careful investiga- 
tion had convinced me that it was costing the United States a 
much larger sum to build the war vessels of the country than was 
at all justifiable. The adoption of this conference report will be 
to procure a test, not as thorough as if the original provision of 
the House to build three vessels in navy-yards were adopted, but 
sufficient, perhaps, for the purpose. 

It is my opinion that it would have been better to provide 
‘that one battle ship or one armored cruiser should be built in a 
navy-yard.’’ The Secretary of the Navy could then have made 
his choice, after determining which type of vessel would give the 
fairest comparison. I have no fear, however, that the naming of 
“*a battle ship ” will result disastrously to the Government. If 
the contractors take advantage of that provision and submit ap- 
preciably lower bids than those heretofore submitted it will he 
the best proof of the wisdom of the action of Congress in author- 
izing this test. 

Some years ago—in 1895—before the Newport News Shipbuild- 
ing Company had been permitted to enter the shipbuilding com- 
bination which I am convinced exists in this country, it submitted 
a bid on two battle ships $1,000,000 lower than the bid of the 
members of the combine. The combine bid $5,500,000 for two 
battle ships; the Newport News Shipbuilding Company submitted 
a bid of $4,500,000, and, receiving the contract the Government 
saved a million dollars. Upon three gunboats, two years previ- 
ously, the members of the combine bid $1,100,000; the Newport 
News Shipbuilding Company’s bid was $840,000, a difference of 
$260,000. Upon five vessels the Government saved $1,260.000 on 
account of competition. Since then, however, the Newport News 
company has been taken into the combination. An examination 
of the bids submitted during the past three or four years discloses 
that the bids are practically identical; they differ merely to the 
extent of five or ten thousand dollars. The Secretary of the Navy 
was aware of this condition and was convinced that there was no 
real competition for naval contracts, because three years ago he 
asked Congress to authorize him, if he should deem it wise or if 
a combination existed, to build these vessels in the navy-yards. 

This report is the first step in the right direction. It is in the 
interest of economy. It will be for the best interests of all the 
people, and I am glad that this House for once has stood upon iis 
dignity, maintained its rights, and compelled the Senate to accede 
to the demands of the people. [Applause. ] 

Mr. FOSS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. Dayton.] ; 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I hope this 
report will be adopted, because it is in strict accord with the view 
taken in the committee originally by the majority of the members 
of the majority side of this House. It is precisely the same pro- 
vision that we agreed upon, absolutely—— 

Mr. TATE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAYTON. I have said all I desire to say. 
course. 

Mr. TATE. Do you mean to say that that provision was the 
provision of the majority members of the committee? Did the 
gentleman mean to make that impression upon this House? 

Mr. DAYTON. I want to say that it was a provision framed 
by a majority of the majority side of the committee; I do not 
mean to say the majority of the committee. 

Mr. TATE. Well, in that the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. DAYTON. I think not. 

Mr. TATE. Entirely. In fact it was not framed by the ma- 
jority members of the committee, but by the minority and three 
members of the majority. 

Mr. DAYTON. I want to say that this provision was prepared 
chairman of this committee and submitted to the com- 


I yield, of 


Republican members of the committee. 

Mr. RIXEY. I would like to occupy some time—two or three 
minutes. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield the gentleman three minutes. ; 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker, this agreement is a comprom's¢, 
and I recognize it as the best we can get. But so far as my pos! 
tion in the matter is concerned the amendment does not go ‘at 
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enough. The position of the Democratic members of the Naval test, and I join with the gentleman from Illinois who eulogized 


Affairs Committee was that at least one vessel of each kind should | the Secretary of the Navy. 


be built in the navy-yards. The contractors are now building 59 
ships; the navy-yards are not building any. Germany is build- 
ing ships in her navy-yards; France is building ships in her navy- 
yards; so is England, and so is Russia. We have the finest navy- 
yards in the world; and the position of the Democratic members 
of the committee was that this Government ought to build at 
least a portion of her Government ships in the navy-yards. This 
position was fortified by proof before the Naval Committee that 
upon the last contracts the contractors for the big ships of the 
Navy ‘“‘ got together on prices,’’ as expressed by Admiral O'Neil. 

We deny the position of the gentleman from West Virginia 
[Mr. Dayton] that this compromise is a victory for the Repub- 
licans—least of all for the gentleman from West Virginia. | Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] He has been from the beginning 
an active opponent of every effort looking to the building of a 
single ship in the navy-yards of the country. 

Mr. DAYTON. I want to deny that absolutely and unquali- 
fiedly. The hearings before the committee, if members will read 
them, will prove my statement. 

Mr. RIXEY. ‘The gentleman’s statement can go for what it is 
worth. I repeat that my understanding of the gentleman’s posi- 
tion was that he was an uncompromising opponent of building 
any ships in the navy-yards. He has been as persistent in his op- 
position to this measure as he was in opposing any reform in 
regard to the armor plate. Everybody remembers the fight made 
in this House a Congress or two ago against the monopoly which 
the contractors had for furnishing armor plate to the Govern- 
ment, and the Democratic members, demanded and urged that 
there should be a Government factory. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to my colleague 
on the committee, Mr. LEsSsLER. 

Mr. LESSLER. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to detract one bit 
from the claim of the gentleman from Virginia {Mr. Rrxry] in 
his advocacy of this measure, but I do think he ought to give 
credit to some of the members of the committee, even though he 
will not give it to the gentleman from West Virginia |[Mr. Day- 
TON], for standing pretty firmly on this proposition. But be that 
as it may, I want to say to this House in the name of the New 
York Navy- Yard, if we are fortunate enough to be selected under 


the provisions of this bill, that we are going to prove that with | 


the best work and the best workmen, with American brains, 
American engineers, and American labor, we can excel all the 
governments of the world, and demonstrate this experiment a 
great success. [Applause. ] 

Mr. FOSS. [I yield four minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, one prophecy of the seer 
from Illinois, made last night, has come true. Everything is all 
right this morning. [Laughter.] I donot know that the gentle- 
man has been around to all the members of the House and told 
them we had a good time last night, but he intimated it to me 
very eaey this morning when I met him. Now, you see that 
there'is some power in the House of Representatives after all. 
It only needed the distinct and definite utterance by this House 
to have the effect which we are now celebrating. We can see 
now just how near we came to making everybody unhappy. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio if he has just discovered the power of the House 
of Representatives. 

— SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is out of 
ore eT, 

_Mr. GROSVENOR. Just discovered it. All of us who stood 
firmly last night against that amendment are happy, as a matter 
of course, and now all the gentlemen who opposed it are happy 
and are filing affidavits to prove that they always came down- 
stairs that way. [Laughter.] Now, thatis first-rate. But, Mr. 
Speaker, I want to say seriously that I put my support of this 
test on a little different ground from what some of my enthusias- 
Uc friends who stood with me have placed themselves. I do not 
believe that there is any combination of shipbuilders in the 
; nited States to raise the price of the construction of these great 
ships. 

_1 believe that the great builders of ships of this country are 
figuring the prices at the lowest possible point where they can 
Construct them and live, and I believe that this test will not only 
be fairly made by the distinguished Secretary of the Navy, but I 
believe it will demonstrate to the people of the United States that 
private enterprise in the matter of building war ships, as it is in 
everything else that I know anything about, even to the carrying 
of the mails and the construction of the material for the carry- 
ing of the mails, far exceeds in benefit to the people of the coun- 
try any effort of the Government itself to do this work. That is 
the reason why I have stood for the proposition, I want a straight 
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I had a talk with him, and I am 
divulging no secrets when I tell you a portion of our conversa- 
tion. Isaid to him, “ Mr. Secretary, it is claimed that there are 
elements that enter into the construction of a ship in a Govern- 
ment yard that can not be ascertained and estimated—such as 
construction, supervision, etc. Can you, in your judgment, now 
ascertain exactly or within reasonable approximation how much 
is the cost of the construction of a battle ship in the navy-yards?” 

Well, he is a very modest man as well asa very able man. He 
said to me, in substance, **I am of the opinion that I can ascer- 
tain with reasonable approximation the cost of a ship thus built.”’ 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. The 
question is on agreeing to the conference report. 

The question was taken, and the report agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. FOSS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


MONUMENTS TO GENERALS FRANCIS NASH AND WILLIAM LEE 
DAVIDSON, 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina has 
nineteen minutes remaining. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, if Ican have the 
attention of the gentleman from Ilinois |[Mr. Cannon], I wish to 
say that the House has been liberal with the monument bills that it 
has considered so far during this session. We have passed a bill au- 
thorizing a monument toGen. Hugh Mercer, alsoa Revolutionary 
hero, that carried $25,000 and directs that the monument shall be 
built in the city of Fredericksburg, Va. That, it seems to me, is 
a striking precedent for the location of these monuments in the 
State of North Carolina if the Secretary of War should so decide, 
for he will have the decision of that question, acting with the 
governor of North Carolina as far as practicable. 

We have also passed a bill for a hundred thousand dollars to 
commemorate the martyrs of the British prison ships. We have 
passed a bill appropriating $25,000 to take the preliminary steps 
toward a monument to President Lincoln. How can the gentle- 
man from Illinois find it in his heart to oppose this little bill for 
$10,000? I venture to say that it is the smallest bill of this char- 
acter and equal merit that this House has ever been called upon 
to consider. Substantially the same proposition had the support 
of the Continental Congress. This bill has passed the Senate re- 
peatedly, and it has been favorably reported by the proper com- 
mittee of this House three times, now, to my knowledge, and I do 
not know how many times before. 

The gentleman says that building a monument to these men 
will do them no good. Is the gentleman going to erect that great 
monument which he a few days ago advocated for President Lin- 
coln’s benefit? Not a bit of it. Does Washington’s monument 
stand down there for the benefit of George Washington? Nota 
bit of it. Why, the gentleman from Illinois knows that we build 
monuments because of the purest sentiments that come from the 
human heart—in order to bless the living, in order to encourage 
those great principles that guided the lives of the men whom we 
honor by monuments. We build monuments to patriots to teach 
men patriotism, to teach men that when they act patriotically 
their descendants and other generations will honor them. If 
monuments should be built to any men, they should be built to 
those who have died in the cause of human liberty, in the cause 
of national independence, who died resisting the oppressions of 
British rule and British colonialism. How can you find a man 
more fit to be honored by a monument than General Nash, who 
fell at the battle of Germantown, or General Davidson, who fell 
resisting the march of Cornwallis north through Carolina? 

So I think if you want to teach the people of North Carolina 
patriotism, if you want to tie them in closer bonds to this Gov- 
ernment, you should erect these monuments there, paid for out of 
the Federal Treasury. Erect them at this great gathering place 
(Guilford battle ground) where the patriotism of North Carolina 
comes together on the Fourth of July. If the gentleman from 
Illinois will help me in this he will do a great service to the peo- 
ple, because when you encourage the spirit of patriotism in any 
section of this great country you are helping the grand total of 
our people in that respect. [Applause.] 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask the attention of the House for a minute, 
because in the closing hours of the session, when everybody is 
feeling good and hoping to get home soon, everything is relaxed 
here and we do things all along the line that we would not have 
done at any other period in the session. I am always very glad 
when the hammer falls and final adjournment occurs, because on 
a day like this no one realizes exactly the scope of what we do. 

I was born in North Carolina. Aree Somebody said. 
once: ‘* You could not help yourself.’’ [Laughter.] But I am 
proud of being born there, in a Quaker settlement of small 
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landowners—humble, God-fearing people, better than their de- 
scendants in that respect, perhaps. A way back sixty years ago 
we went over the mountains to the wilderness inthe West. Now, 
my birthplace, while I have not been there since that time, is 
dear tome. My home where I have lived for sixty years is dear 
tome. And I will say again that perhaps it may seem ungracious 
to oppose a bill like this. Iam proud of the history of North 
Carolina, and of every State. I am proud of the achievements of 
the Revolutionary fathers. Iam proud of the achievements of the 
heroes of 1812, and of the Mexican war, and of the civil war, and 
of the late war. But, after all is said and done, I sometimes 
grow a little weary when the common patriotism and common 

. pride in the progress of our race is made an excuse to do this, 
that, and the other, that really no great number of people desire 
to have done. I had not much pride in what happened yesterday 
touching two appropriations, but that is past and gone. I am 
not here to scold about it. 

I doubt the propriety of making appropriations from the Na- 
tional Treasury to erect monuments anywhere outside of the Dis- 
trictof Columbia. Here weare supreme, the capital of the nation. 
Here we gather the revenues and make the expenditures. Here 
is where all the people come. So that I have quite generally voted 
for whatever memorials have been proposed, if they came in due 
shape with the emplacement thereof here. I sometimes could 
wish that all the great battlefields and everything that would 
memorialize great events of our history could be marked. Many 
of them are. 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. MayI ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr.CANNON. Justa moment. I will yield to you before I 
get through. Many of them are. There is scarcely a county 
throughout the Northland but what you may find monuments to 
the memory of the soldiers who fought for the Union in the late 
war. Constructed how? By the people. The men and the 
women and the children have taken up collections here and there 
and accumulated them until five, ten, or twenty-five thousand 
dollars have been collected, and each man, woman, and child 
feel as if there had been some sacrifice made for the monuments 
that commemorate the achievements of the illustrious dead. 
That which costs something we appreciate. 

Sometimes I have felt that an objection to our higher school 
system is that it has not cost much. That people appreciate the 
common-school system—the three R’s are all right from the stand- 
point of national good and national education, but we have got 
in the habit of injecting hypodermically, it seems to me, educa- 
tion which comes with trifling cost into people that do not want 
it. We appreciate, I say again, that which costs something, and 
that patriotism that causes people of the various localities to lay 
aside a dollar here and there and gather it together and erect a 
monument is the right kind of action and the right kind of senti- 
ment to foster. 

I have sometimes wished, and I am inclined to think I would 
possibly vote, for the erection of a monument at the national ex- 
pense to commemorate the battle of Kings Mountain, where the 
mountaineers, reenforced under the lead of Gen. John Sevier by 
Tennesseans, after a long march through valley and over moun- 
tain, fought that great battle. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] But I would prefer not to go beyond that. True, we 
voted to erect a monument to the memory of General Mercer 
down in Virginia. I think that was a mistake from the stand- 
point that I am speaking of, and I believe now that the best way 
is to stop the construction of monuments to commemorate the 


character and services of illustrious men from the beginning of | 


our history outside of Washington, so that I have demanded a 
second, and I feel as one that it is my duty to vote “‘no”’ upon 
this proposition. Now I yield to my friend. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. [ask the gentleman, after re- 


reminding him that the patriotic citizens of North Carolina have | 


contributed their money and built several monuments on Guil- 
ford battle ground, whether the gentleman—since the Continental 
Congress, composed of the contemporaries of these brave men, 
had authorized the governor to erect monuments to them—does 
not think that would except this joint resolution from the ordi- 
nary monument cases and justify him in supporting monuments 
for these men outside of the District of Columbia? 
Mr.CANNON. I will say to my friend it seems to me not. I 


recollect in my service in the House that Congress did make a | 
small appropriation toward the improvement of the battlefield of | 


Guilford Court-house, and that has been expended with contribu- 
tions made by the patriotic citizens of the locality and of North 
Carolina. But Congress took good care after it made this donation 
to divorce itself from the maintenance. Now, this is upon a differ- 
ent ground. That is all I have to say about it. 

The question is on suspending the rules and 


The SPEAKER. 
passing the bill. 
The Speaker proceeded to put the question. 


Mr. CANNON. I think I will take a rising vote. 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Mr. CANNON (during the count). Mr. Speaker, it is evidently 
the sense of the House that the bill should pass, and I withdraw 
the demand for a division. 

The SPEAKER. Two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, 
the rules are suspended and the joint resolution as amended is 
passed, 

CENTRAL PORTION OF CAPITOL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent to pass the following joint resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 210) reappropriating and making available an un- 
expended balance for work on the Capitol building. 


Resolved, etc., That the unexpended balance,amounting to $6,658.70, of the 
appropriation for reconstruction and fireproofing the roof of the central por- 
tion of the Capitol building, made by the sundry civil appropriation act ap- 
proved March 3, 1901, is reappropriated and made available for the fiscal 
year 1903. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was read the third time, and 
passed. 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
a bill of the following title: 


H. R. 15257. An act to cede jurisdiction over place on which 


the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers is located to 
the State of Ohio. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 14050) to amend an act to regu- 
late the height of buildings in the District of Columbia disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, and had agreed to the con- 
ference asked by the House, and had appointed Mr. McMiuan, 
Mr. GALLINGER, and Mr. MARTIN as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 14244) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to reserve public lands and buildings in the island of Porto 
Rico for public uses, and granting other public lands and build- 
ings to the government of Porto Rico, disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives, and had agreed to the conference asked by 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. FoRAKER, Mr. WETMORE, and Mr. Cock- 
RELL as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
enrolling clerks in the enrollment of Senate bill S. 2295 be directed to change 
the word “sixty-six,” where it occurs in section 64 of said bill, to the word 
“sixty-three.”’ 

CORRECTION OF ENROLLED BILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following request 
from the Senate; which was read, considered, and agreed tg: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House concurring), That the enrolling clerk in 
the enrollment of the Senate bill 2295 be directed tochange the words “sixty- 
six,’ where it occurs in section 64 of said bill, to the words “sixty-three.” 


MONUMENT TO PULASKI, 


Mr. BRICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
| present consideration of the bill H. R. 16. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill to provide for the erection of a bronze equestrian statue to the mem- 
ory of the late Brig. Gen. Count Casimir Pulaski at Washington, D. C. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary for the purpose indicated, be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended for 
the erection of a suitable bronze equestrian statue of the late Brig. (ten. ¢ ount 
| Casimir Pulaski, of Poland, who came to America and, after declaring his 
| intention to become a citizen of the Republic, offered his sword to Washing- 
| ton, under whose leadership in the great struggle for American independence 

he lost his life at the siege of Savannah, Ga., October 11, 1779. i 
Sxc. 2. That a site for said statue shall be selected by a committee of five, 
to be appointed by the Secretary of War, and that no part of the sum hereby 
| appropriated shall be expended until a suitable site at Washington, D. C., 
for the erection of said equestrian statue shal] have been selected. 

Sec. 3. That before any contract for the purpose indicated in this bill shall 
be made the plans and model of the statue shall be approved by, submitted 
to, and under the supervision of the committee hereinafter named, and that 
the money hereby appropriated shall be drawn from time to time as may be 
required during the progress of the work, and upon the requisition 0 the 
Secretary of War: And provided further, That a suitable coping and iron 
| railing for the protection of the statue shall be included in the contract. 
Sec. 4. That the committee having charge of the erection of the eques- 

trian statue provided in this bill shall be composed of the chairman of the 
Joint Committee on the Library of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
the Secretary of War, or such other officer as he may designate, anda —_ 
mittee of three: One member chosen from the Senate, the other from : * 
House of Representatives, who shall have been selected to introduce ae . 
in their respective bodies, and the third the representative of Ge Fol i 
American organizations in the Pulaski monument movement at Washing 
ton, D. C. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
fc yllows: 

Strike out sections 2, 3, and 4, and insert as sections 2 and 3 the following: 

“Sno. 2. That a site for said statue shall be selected by a committee con- 
sisting of the Secretary of War, the chairmen of the Committees on the 
Library of the Senate and the House of Representatives, and the representa- 
tives of the Polish-American organizations in the Pulaski monument move- 
ment at Washington, D. C., and that no part of the sum hereby appropriated 
shall be expended until a suitable site at Washington, D. C., for the erection 
of said equestrian statue shall have been selected. 

“So, 3. That the above-designated committee shall select and approve 
the model and plans for said statue and have general supervision of the 
erection thereof: Provided, That the money hereby appropriated shall be 
drawn upon the requisition of the Secretary of War.” 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to be heard on this matter. 
I desire to say that I am very much in favor of the passage of this 
bill to erect in the city of Washington an equestrian statue to the 
memory of Casimir Pulaski, but I understood that the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] intended to offer another bill as 
an amendment to this bill to build a similar statue to the mem- 
ory of Baron Steuben. Both of these bills have been unani- 
mously reported by the Committee on the Library. I think they 
ought to go together. 

It will be fitting and proper. Steuben and Pulaski were great 
heroes and rendered invaluable service to the American cause 
during the Revolutionary war. If the gentleman from Missouri 
|Mr. BARTHOLDT] does not offer the amendment I shall, and 1 
hope the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Brick] will accept it. If 
he does, I believe they will pass together unanimously. I am as 
much in favor of one:as I am of the other. The merits of each 
are about the same. They fought for the same cause, under 
similar circumstances, and their monuments should go up to- 
gether at the same time. P 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say a few words, and pay my 
humble tribute to the memory of both of these distinguished he- 
roes of our Revolutionary struggle. It is fitting that this should 
be done. They both deserve to have statues in this city. 


GEN. CASIMIR PULASKI. 


Monuments, sir, have been erected by vote of Congress in the 
city of Washington to many of the great Revolutionary heroes 
of this country. And among those that served America in the 
darkest days of the Revolution Casimir Pulaski figures as one of 
the most distinguished officers and martyrs. But nostatue tothe 
memory of Pulaski, his noble deeds and high-minded patriotism, 
appears here, although it should have been one of the first statues 
erected in Washington. It isa legacy bequeathed to us by the 
Continental Congress. 

Away back in November, 1779, the Continental Congress, upon 
receiving notification of the death of General Pulaski through 
Major-General Lincoln, passed the following resolution: 

Resolved, That a monument be erected tothe memory of Brigadier-General 
Count Pulaski, and that a committee of three be appointed to bring in a reso- 
lution for that purpose. 

This resolution was never acted on, and it has come to the 
Congress of the United States as a sacred obligation from the 
_ ane Congress. We should act on it without further 
aelay. 

We have erected in Jackson Park, fronting the White House, a 
statue to General Lafayette. That statue occupies a prominent 
corner. On the other corner we have just oallo’ a magnificent 
statue to General Rochambeau, and the two remaining corners 
of that park should be graced with the statues of General Pulaski 
and General Steuben. I hope this course will be followed. It 
would be, it seems to me, entirely proper and exceedingly con- 
sistent. 

General Pulaski was born in Poland in 1747. As amere lad he 
fought in his native country until its downfall, and then came 
to America to take up again the battle for liberty, until he fell at 
the siege of Savannah, on October 9, 1779. Many of his coun- 
trymen by birth have, like Pulaski, immigrated to America to 
make this their home, and their numbers now are in the millions. 
They have been asking for the erection of this statue to their 
countryman, and many petitions have been received by Congress, 
urging that some action be taken on this bill to erect to his mem- 
ory a suitable statue, 

He deserves it. He wasa lover of mankind, a friend of human 
freedom, and a believer in the rights of man. He was a brave 
soldier, a gallant officer, and he fought at home and here for 
liberty. He was one of the heroes of the revolution, and he died 
= American independence. What he did for liberty will live 

( rever, 

He deserves this statue to perpetuate his memory among the 
people he helped to make free and for whom he sacrificed his life 
on the battlefield. It can be said of him and of his tragic death 
what a great poet has said of the sad death of his illustrious 
countryman—to paraphrase the couplet— 


Hope for a season bade the patriots farewell, 
And Freedom shriek’d when Pulaski fell. 





" GEN. FREDERICK STEUBEN. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say a few words regarding Gen- 
eral Steuben and the bill to erect a statue to his memory. A cen- 
tury and a quarter have passed since Baron Steuben, as he is more 
frequently called, came to America and offered his services to the 
struggling colonists. 

He was duly commissioned a general in the Revolutionary Army 
and rendered incalculable service during that protracted and san- 
guinary struggle. American history does not give him the place 
he is entitled to and should occupy. Our Government has done 
practically nothing to testify its appreciation of the great work 
he performed in the days that tried men’s souls. 

Perhaps this is because he did not assume the commanding 
position of other more dashing Revolutionary generals. Steuben 
was asoldier. He drilled and disciplined the ragged Army of the 
colonists. He worked behind the scenes, but the work he did was 
of the utmost importance, and made it possible for the Conti- 
nental Army to cope with the disciplined and experienced soldiers 
of England and win American independence. 

The career of General Steuben is a most interesting and absorb- 
ing history of an exciting life. He was born November 15, 1730, 
at Magdeburg, a large Prussian fortress on the Elbe. At that 
time his father was captain in the Prussian engineers, and when 
he was called to service in the Crimea the son accompanied him. 
In 1740 he returned with his father to Prussia. In 1744, when 
scarcely 14 years of age, during the war of the Austrian Succes- 
sion, he was present at the siege of Prague. Thus from his ear- 
liest years Steuben was familiar with soldiers and things pertain- 
ing to war. 

In the Seven Years’ War so greatly did he distinguish himself 
that he attracted the attention of Frederick the Great, who ap- 
pointed Steuben aid-de-camp on his personal staff. He was one 
of six talented young officers whom the King personally instructed 
and initiated into the most abstruse branches of military art. The 
distinction of being thus chosen is convincing proof of Steuben’s 
merit and promise. With Frederick the Great neither high birth 
nor family influence had any weight in the selection of his mili- 
tary favorites; talent and fitness were the only recommendation 
to favor. 

In 1764, having resigned from the service of Prussia, Steuben 
accepted the office of grand marshal of the court of the Prince of 
Hohenzollern-Hechingen, the honorable and responsible duties of 
which he discharged with great credit for some ten years. For 
some years the dignified tranquillity of court life furnished agree- 
able repose for him, tired as he was of the bivouac and the camp. 

But it could not satisfy his ardent and impetuous temperament 
or induce him to renounce the active duties from which for a 
season he had withdrawn. So he began to look around for a fit- 
ting opportunity to reenter active military service. 

He left Europe, where he had won hard-earned distinction and 
fame—where if he was not opulent he had at least a sufficient 
competence—to serve a country engaged in an obstinate, ex- 
hausting, and hitherto unsuccessful war, where his prospects of 
professional advancement were by no means assured, and which 
offered no inducements of a pecuniary or material nature. Con- 
fident in himself, urged by high and generous motives, he deter- 
mined to offer his sword to a people struggling for their rights 
and liberties. He made no conditions. He bargained for no re- 
ward. 

Arriving at Portsmouth, N. H., on the first day of December, 
1777, Steuben, on December 6, wrote to the Continental Congress 
a letter which is worthy of being quoted here in its entirety, as 
illustrating the spirit of the man. It was as follows: 


HONORABLE GENTLEMEN: The honor of serving a nation engaged in de- 
fending its rights and liberties was the motive that brought me to this con- 
tinent. Iask neither riches nor titles. Iam come here from the remotest 
end of Germany, at my own expense, and have given up honorable and lucra- 
tive rank. I have made no condition with your deputies in France, nor shall j 
I make any with you. My only ambition is to serve you as a volunteer, to : 
deserve the confidence of your General-in-Chief, and to follow him in all his 
operations as I have done during seven campaigns with the King of Prussia. 

Two and twenty years spent in such a school seems to give me a right of 

thinking myself among the number of experienced officers, and if I am pos- 
sessed of the acquirements in the art of war they will be much more prized by 
me if I can emp!oy them in the service of a republic such as I hope soon to see 
America. I should willingly purchase at the expense of my blood the honor 
of having my name enrolled among those of the defenders of your liberty. 
Your gracious ac-eptance will be sufficient for me, and I ask no other favor 
than to be received among your officers. I venture to hope that you will 
grant this my request, and that you will be so good as to send me your or- 
ders to Boston, where I shall await them and take suitable measures in ac- 
cordance. 


In a letter to Washington, of the same date, he said: 


Sir: The inclosed copy of a letter, the original of which I shall have the 
honor to present to Your Excellency, will inform you of the motives that 
brought me over to this land. [ shall only add to it that the object of my 
greatest ambition is to render the country all the service in my power, and 
to deserve the title of a citizen of America by fighting for the cause of your 
liberty. If the distinguished ranks in which I have service in Europe should 
be an obstacle, I had rather serve under Your Excellency as a volunteer than 
to be an object of discontent to such deserving officers as have already dis- 
tinguished themselves among you. 

Such being the sentiments I have always professed, I dare hope that the 
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respectable Congress of the United States of America will accept my serv- 
ices. I could say, moreover, were it not for the fear of offending your mod- 
esty, that Your Excellency is the only person under whom, after having 
served the King of Prussia, I could wish to follow a profession to the study 
of which I have wholly devoted myself. I intend to go to Boston in a few 
days, where I shall present my letters to Mr. Hancock, member of Congress, 
and there I shall await Your Excellency’s orders. 

At Boston Steuben was entertained by John Hancock, who had 
just retired from the presidency of the Continental Congress, and 
here, after waiting five weeks, he received Washington's an- 
swer to his letter. It advised him to report at once to Congress, 
then sitting at York, Pa., since it belonged exclusively to that 
body to enter into negotiations with him. 

The fame of Steuben had preceded him to York and he was 
cordially received by Congress. A committee of three members 
was appointed to confer with him and ascertain the conditions 
on which he was willing to serve the United States, and whether 
he had made any arrangements with the American deputies in 
France. 

He said that he had made no agreement with them, nor was it 
his intention to accept any rank or pay; that he wished to join 
the Army as a volunteer, and to render such services as the Com- 
mander in Chief should think him capable of. The Continental 
Congress, through its president, Mr. Laurens, accepted his gener- 
ous proposition and directed him to report to General Washing- 
ton at Valley Forge. Here Steuben began a work the value of 
which can scarcely be overestimated. 

He made the patriotic army a disciplined and effective force— 
the drilled corps that ultimately won the war for freedom. He 
worked incessantly to do this under the greatest difficulties and 
most adverse circumstances, but he succeeded, and the credit for 
it is all his own. American history some day will do him full 
jastice and give him a high place in our temple of fame. 

On the 30th of April, 1778, about six weeks after Steuben had 
commenced his active duties, Washington made the following 
report to Congress: 

The extensive ill consequences arising from a want of uniformity in dis- 
cipline and maneuvers throughout the Army have long occasioned me to 
wish for the establishment of a well-organized inspectorship, and the con- 
currence of Congress in the same views has induced me to set on foot a tem- 
porary iustitution, which, from the success which has hitherto attended it, 
gives me the most flattering expectations. 2 

Baron Steuben’s length of service in the first military school of eae 
and his former rank pointed him out asa person peculiarly qualified to be 
at the head of thisdepartment. This aapeees the least e:sceptionable way 
of introducing him mto the Army, and the one that would give him the 
most ready opportunity of displaying his talent. I therefore proposed to 
him to undertake the office of Inspector-General, which he agreed to do with 
the greatest cheerfulness, and has performed the duties of it with a zeal and 
intelligence equal to our wishes. : 

{ should do injustice if I were to be longer silent with regard to the merits 
of Baron Steuben. His knowledge of his profession, added to the zeal which 
he has displayed since he began upon the functions of his office, leads me to 
consider him an acquisition to the service, and to recommend him to the at- 
tention of Congress. 

_ The ‘“‘recommendation’’ of Washington was that Steuben be 

made Inspector-General of the American Army with the rank of 
major-general. The recommendation of Washington was fol- 
lowed by Congress, and byact of May 5, 1778, Steuben was created 
a major-general and assigned to the duties of Inspector-General 
of the Army. , 

Mr. Speaker, such in brief is the story of General Steuben, one 
of the bravest and most invaluable officers of the Continental 
Army. He served throughout the Revolutionary war and was 
of inestimable service to Washington, who never failed to testify 
to his abilities and the great work he had done in the cause of 
American independence. 

When peace came and the United States had taken her place 
among the nations of the world, this battle-scarred veteran— 
grand old General Steuben—who had been a tower of strength to 
George Washington from Valley Forge to Yorktown, quietly re- 
signed his commission in the Army of the United States and re- 
tired to a log hut in the backwoods of the State of New York— 
away from thecrowded martsof trade and the peopled thorough- 
fares of towns and cities—to live and die in peace. 

He rendered great service to this country in its most trying 
hour, in the darkest days of its struggle for independence, and 
in his name, in the name of all that he did and accomplished, in 
the name of the Continental Congress, in the name of honor and 
gratitude, I appeal to every member of this House to vote for 
this bill to erect to his memory a fitting statue to commemorate 
his heroic deeds and to perpetuate forever his imperishable glory. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask unan- 
imous consent for the purpose of making a statement. 

The SPEAKER. The first thing is the unanimous consent to 
the request of the gentleman from Indiana. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. Now, if there is no ob- 
jection, the gentleman from Missouri can make a statement. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, a few weeks ago the chair- 


man of the Committee on the Library-—— 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
understand what is going on. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I have the floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But I havearight to know 
upon what ground the gentleman has the floor, and I make the 
point of order. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The House has granted me unanimous 
consent to make a statement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Very well. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. A few weeks ago, Mr. Speaker, the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Library informed me that he had 
the consent of the Speaker to ask for the consideration of two 
bills, one providing for a monument to General Pulaski and the 
other a monument to General Steuben. I naturally supposed 
that the chairman of the committee would, when his time came. 
be recognized for the purpose, and that both bills would be passed. 
- ey account I did not ask in time for my name to be put on 

© list. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the gentleman is 
taking up time now which would enable the House to pass the 
bill. The Chair will also say that the Chair makes no promise to 
gentlemen until they are notified, and this matter is on the 
Speaker’s list, and if the gentleman will allow the business to go 
on, we can reach it, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that the 
Speaker has acted with entire fairness in this maiter. I only 
came here yesterday, and consequently there is now an absolute 
certainty that my request for recognition for the monument to 
General Steuben will not be reached in this session. And yet I 
ask both sides of the House whether it would not be fair that 
both monuments should be ordered at this time. They were 
both great Revolutionary heroes, and France has been recognized 
in statues for Lafayette and Rochambeau, and the Poles are to 
be recognized in a monument for Pulaski, and I ask that these 
two bills be passed together. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. 
Speaker, that the bill providing for a monument for General 
Steuben be added to this pending bill as an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill pending in the House making provi- 
sion for a statue of Baron Steuben be added as an amendment 
to the bill now before the House. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, there are a 
number of these bills, and it is not good legislation to couple two 
bills together. It is unusual todo it. I understood the gentle- 
man from Missouri to say that unless it was done now, the bill 
could not pass at this session. I want to ask-why not? There 
has been no time fixed for adjournment. The summer is ahead 
of us, and it is unusually early for a final adjournment. There 
are a number of good bills here that ought to be considered. and 
among them a bill to protect trade and commerce against un- 
lawful restraint of monopoly. Every man on this side of the 
House is in favor of it, and will vote unanimously for it in this 
Congress. Let us consider it, extend the session about two days, 
and pass this meritorious bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee object? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No; I have not objected. 
I do not think it is proper legislation to couple two measures to- 
gether, but I want to say that we have got time to pass the bill. 
The gentlemen on that side have charge of measures like this, and 
if they want to pass legislation that is unwise we perhaps ought 
not to object, but I do insist—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee object? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No; Ido not object. Iam 
simply stating 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is not in or- 
der, and he will allow the House to proceed with the business. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would like to be allowed, 
Mr. Speaker, to ask unanimous consent to request the passage of 
this bill to protect trade and commerce against unlawful restraint 
of monopoly. 

Several MempBers. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order isdemanded. Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the pending bill the following: 

‘That the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and 
is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, to be used for the erection of an equestrian statue to the mon 
ory of Baron Steuben at Washington, D. C., and for grading and inclosing 
with stone curbing the site upon which said equestrian statue shal! be 
erected, which sum shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of War or such officer as he may designate: Provided, That the money 
hereby appropriated shall be drawn from time to time only as may be T® 
quired during the progress of the work and upon the"requisition of. he Sec- 
retary of War: And provided further, That a site and design for said monu- 
ment shall be selected by the retary of War and the two chairmen, Te 
spectively, of the Senate and House Committees on the Library, and that no 
part of the sum hereby appropriated shall be expended until a suitable site 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to 











at Washington, D. C., for the erection of said equestrian statue shall be 
selected.” 

The SPEAKER. The proposed amendments have been adopted 
by unanimous consent of the House. 

“Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, we have at the nation’s capital 
a statue of the gallant Frenchman, Lafayette, who volunteered 
and fought for independence, and lived. 

We have a statue of the brave Rochambeau, who volunteered, 
fought for independence, and lived. 

We are to have, I hope, a statue of the accomplished German, 
General Steuben, who organized and disciplined the ragged 
troops of General Washington during that fateful winter at 
Valley Forge. 

We have been presented by thé Emperor of Germany with a 
statue of Frederick the Great, which will have a place in the 
nation’s capital as a perpetual memorial of his sympathy for the 
colonies in their great struggle for liberty, and as an evidence of 
the harmony that still exists between the great German Empire 
and the great Republic. 

Why, then, should not the United States erect a statue to Gen- 
eral Pulaski, a gallant Pole, who volunteered, fought, bled, and 
died in our battle for liberty. The Continental Congress recog- 
nized his merit and voted hima monument. More than a century 
has rolled away and the obligation unfulfilled. 

His country has been dismembered and Poland as a nation has 
been obliterated from the map of the world. It was a crime un- 
exampled in the history of nations, but the Poles and Lithuanians 
still live, and they have naturally turned, millions of them, to the 
United States as the only country where their aspirations for 
freedom can be satisfied. They came to stay, to cast in their lot 
with us, and to help build up the great Republic. They acquire 
land, build homes, educate their children, organize societies, 
build churches, and in every way adapt themselves to our civiliza- 
tion. Their children excel in their studies and will stand a fair 
chance in their contests for success. 

There are those who believe that the Slav is the coming man, 
destined to prevail over the Latin, Anglo-Saxon, and Celt. The 
Poles and Lithuanians who come here are, in the main, good, 
frugal, and thrifty citizens of the United States. Their just 
pride would be gratified by doing this honor to their brave coun- 
tryman. Their attachment to the land of their adoption would 
be stimulated and increased by such an act of recognition. 

Finally, this country is too big and too generous and too just 
not todo this act of simple justice to the memory of General 
Pulaski, who gave his life that liberty might live. 

Mr. BRICK, I ask that general leave to print on this subject 
alone be given for five days, 

There was no objection. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14275) to provide for the appoint- 
ment of a district judge of the western judicial district of South 
Carolina, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 

OWS: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 
“Thata term of the circuit and district court of the United States shall 


be held in the western judicial district of South Carolina at the city of Spar- 
tanburg on the first Tuesday of February and the third Tuesday of Septem- 
ber in each year, and the judges, marshal, and clerk shall attend said terms: 
Provided, That the county and ¢ity of Spartanburg shall furnish a place for 


the holding of said terms of court without cost to the United States.” 

Amend the title so that it will read as follows: | s 

“A bill providing for additional terms of court in the western judicial dis- 

f the State of South Carolina.” 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment which is 
agreeable to the chairman of the Judiciary Committee. 

rhe amendment of Mr, FinLey was read, as follows: 


Amend the amendment of the committee as follows: 


of i rte the words “ February and,” in line 6, the words “‘at the city 
of Rock ill.” 


‘n line 8, after the word Spartansburg, insert “and the county of York 
an city of Rock Hill.” 

‘i line 9 strike out “a place” and insert “ places.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to; and the 
amendment as amended was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

lhe SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the amendment 


+ 


to tl e title as proposed by the committee will be agreed to. 
There was no objection. 
SPECIAL EXAMINER OF DRUGS, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 
Mr. BINGHAM. 
sid ration of the bill 
VM 


of 


I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
(H. R. 4346) to amend section 2743 of the 
‘ised Statutes of the United States concerning the examination 


drugs, 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 2743 of the Revised Statutes be, and it 
by is, so amended that the special examiner of drugs, medicines, chemic- 


als, chemical preparations, dyes, dyestuffs, paints, oils, varnishes, and other 
similar articles at Philadelphia, Pa., shall receive a salary of $2,500 per an- 


num, and shall be paid each year quarterly. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Ways and Means 
was read, as follows: 

In line 8 strike out “2,500” and insert “1,800.” 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill. 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

I. I. BARBER. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 6232) for the relief of I. I. 
Barber. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That I. I. Barber, who is the owner of military bounty 
land warrant 45467, issued the 20th day of March, 1852, for 40 acres of land, 
and military bounty land warrant 62104, issued the 13th day of April, 1857, for 
160 acres of land, is authorized to select 200 acres of unreserved public lands 
of the United States in the State of Mississippi, in one body or in subdivisions 
of not less than 40 acres each, and upon such selection and the delivery of 
said land warrants to the Secretary of the Interior, duly certified and as- 
signed to the bearer, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interioy to 
issue patent, or patents, as the case may be, to said I. L. Barber for such land 
or lands. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. SULZER. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, on the 25th day of June just 
passed I introduced in this House a resolution to investigate the 
Army transport service on the Pacific, which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. The committee has not reported 
the resolution. Six days having elapsed, the resolution becomes 
privileged under the rule, and I now ask to have the committee 
discharged and the resolution acted on by the House. I send the 
resolution to the Clerk’s desk, and ask to have it read. 

Mr. HULL, Irise toa pointof order. It is not six days since 
the resolution was referred. 

Mr. PARKER. Nor is ita privileged resolution; it contains 
many matters which are not privileged. 

Mr. HULL. The information called for is in the committee 
room in full and has been there for three weeks. It would make, 
if printed, a document of some 700 or 800 pages. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs June 25. Only six days have elapsed; so 
it is not yet privileged. 

Mr. SULZER. With all respect to the Chair, this is the sev- 
enth day, as the Chair will find by counting the days. 

The SPEAKER. In order to make it seven days we would have 
to count the first and the last days. 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, 
rule, 

Mr. SULZER. The rule says six days. 

The SPEAKER. The rule says one week, if the Chair remem- 
bers right. 

Mr. PAYNE. Even if this is the seventh day, the committee 
would have all day in which to report it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir; this is the seventh 
day, and I think it is in order. 

Mr. PAYNE. This is really the sixth day, and if it were the 
seventh the committee would have all day in which to report it. 

The SPEAKER. Within one week after the introduction. 
This is clearly not privileged as yet. 


RELIEF OF WILLIAM VICTOR TOMB. 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the Senate resolution 123, for 
the relief of Naval Cadet William Victor Tomb, United States 
Navy, which I will send to the desk and ask to have read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas William Victor Tomb, naval cadet, United States Navy, has 
been found upon examination to be physically disqualified for promotion to 
the grade of ensign in the Navy on account of disability incurred in the line 
of duty: Therefore, : 

Resolved, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to pro- 
mote the said Tomb to the grade of ensign in the Navy. 


It is six days, under the 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the resolution which has 
just been read. Is there objection? 
hears none. The question is on the third reading of the Senate 
resolution. . 
The resolution was ordered to be read a third time, read the 
third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM AND CATARACT CANYON 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 11848) granting 
right of way to the Williams and Cataract Canyon Railroad Com- 
pany across the Supai Indian reservation in Arizona, which I will 
send to the clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The bill as amedded by the committee was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Williams and Cataract Canyon Railroad Com- 


- 


RAILROAD COMPANY. 


pany, a corporation created and existing under the laws of the Territory of | 


Arizona, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a railroad, 
telegraph, and telephone line through the Supai Indian Reservation in the 
Territory of Arizona. Such right of way shall be 50 feet in width on each 
side of said railroad on the slide rock along the bottom canyon, and shall not 
cross any of the tillable land of the Supai Yndian Reservation. 

Sno. 2. That said company is hereby authorized to enter upon said reser- 
vation for the purpose of locating its railroad, telegraph, and telephone lines. 

Sec. 3. That said company is authorized to use steam or electric power in 
the operation of its road through the reservation. 

Sec. 4. That the provisions of sections 3 and 4 of the act of March 2, 1899, 


entitled “An act to provide for the acquiring of rights of way by railroad | 
companies through Indian reservations, Indian lands, and Indian allotments, 


and for other purposes,” are hereby extended and made applicable to the 
right of way granted under this act. And the provisions of section 15 of the 
act of February 24, 1902, entitled ““An act to grant the right of way through 
the Oklahoma Territory and the Indian Territory to the Enid and Anadarko 
Railway Company, and for other a ses," are hereby extended and made 
applicable to the right of way granted under this act. 

Sec. 5. That Congress reserves the right at any time to alter, amend, or 
repeal this act or any portion thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arizona asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk has just read. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. The question is on the amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

UNITED STATES COURT AT WILKESBORO, N. C. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 14764) to estab- 
lish United States courts at Wilkesboro, N. C., which I will send 
to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That two terms of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States for the western district of North Carolina shall be held in each 
and every year in the town of Wilkesboro, N. C., beginning, respectively, on 
= sec ny in July and November, to continue till the business is 

isposed or. 

Sec. 2. That the clerk of the United States circuit and district courts at 
Statesville, N. C., shall be theclerk of the United States circuit and district 
courts at Wilkesboro, and he shall appoint a deputy clerk of said court, to 
reside at Wilkesboro, with the usual power of a deputy clerk in such cases, 
whose compensation shall be such proportion of the fees accruing from busi- 
ness done in said courts at Wilkesboro as shall be fixed by the judge of said 
district. 

The following amendment was read by the Clerk: 

In line 7 strike out the word “time” and insert the word * business.” 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill which 
the Clerk has just read. Is there objection? [After a pause. | 
The Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and reada third time, read 
the third time, and passed. 

W. T. WHITAKER ORPHAN HOME, INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. ZENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 14305) making an appro- 
priation of the support of the W. T. Whitaker Orphan Home in 
the Indian Territory, which I will send to the desk and ask to 
have read, together with the amendment thereto, which I will 
also send to the desk and ask to have reported. 

The Clerk read the bill and the amendment thereto. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which the Clerk 
has just reported, Is there objection? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. ZENOR. 
and pass the bil! 
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[After apause.] The Chair | 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent | 


[After a pause.] The | 


The question now is on the engrossment and | 


Then, Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 


JULY 1, 





Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman will not move that, 
The House is thin and there is no time for its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not recognize the gentleman 
under suspension of rules. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentle- 
| man from Illinois will not object to this partial taking care of the 
unfortunates there. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
nois get a quorum here? 
| The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of 

| no quorum. 

Pending the count, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana withdrew the point of no quorum, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
15108) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and for prior 

| years, and for other purposes. 
SHOAL IN NORTH RIVER OF NEW YORK HARBOR. 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of Senate joint resolution No. 120, providing 
for the removal of a shoal in North River of New York Harbor, 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secre- 
tary of War is hereby authorized and directed to cause to be removed the 
rock or obstruction in North River of New York Harbor near pier numbered 
lto a depth of 40 feet at mean low tide; and that for such removal he is 
hereby authorized to divert a sum not exceeding $25,000 from the amounts 
heretofore appropriated or authorized for the improvement of Ambrose 
Channel, in said harbor. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CANNON. Has this been considered by the committee? 

Mr. BURTON. A House resolution exactly similar has been 
considered by the committee and unanimously reported. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BURTON, House joint resolution 
ordered to lie on the table. 

BENJAMIN FRANKLIN HANDFORTH. 


Mr. KEHOE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 4641) for the relief of Benja- 
| min Franklin Handforth. 

The bill as amended by the Commitee on Military Affairs was 
| read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President is hereby authorized to appoint a re- 
tiring board, which shall have power, notwithstanding the record and sentence 
of court-martial, dated December 7, 1887, toreview the case of former lieuten- 
ant Benjamin F. Handforth, from his admission as a cadet at the Military 
Academy to the date of his dismissal from the Army, with the view of deter- 
mining whether his present insanity existed at the time of such dismissal or 
is due or traceable to service origin. The board shall have power also to take 


into consideration the facts and circumstances of his present insanity in 


whatever bearing they may legitimately have upon the memos 4 equity, 
at the time o 


In the event said board shall find that said insanity existed 
such dismissal or is due or traceable to service origin, the President is author- 


ized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to 


appoint the said Benjamin Franklin Handforth to the rank in the Army 


held by him at the date of his dismissal, and to retire him with such rank, 
the retired list being increased in number to that extent. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. STEELE. I object. 
| Mr. KEHOE. I hope the gentleman will withhold his objec- 
tion long enough to allow an explanation of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. . 

Mr. KEHOE. Then I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize the gentleman 
to move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman from Indiana allow an 
explanation? Mr. Speaker, just three words, Benjamin Franklin 
Handforth was turned out of the Army by a court-martial some 
years ago. He stood mute on the trial—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not aware what the gentleman 
is talking about. j 

Mr. PARKER. I understood that the gentleman from Indiana 
withdrew his objection to allow an explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Is that the case? 

Mr. STEELE. No. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


| A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
| clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment a bill of the following title: 

H. R. 15257. An act to cede jurisdiction over place 


Can not the gentleman from Illi- 





and was 
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the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers is located in | sary in order to insure the purity of the water. These lands are 


the State of Ohio. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 14050) to amend an act to reg- 
ulate the height of buildings in the District of Columbia, disa- 
greed to by the House of Representatives, and had agreed to the 
conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. McMILLan, Mr. 
GALLINGER, and Mr, Martin as conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 





its amendments to the bill (H. R. 14244) authorizing the Presi- | 
dent to reserve public lands and buildings in the island of Porto | the charges of the water company are fixed. 


Rico for public uses, and granting other public lands and build- 


invs to the government of Porto Rico, disagreed to by the House | tion. 


of Representatives, and had agreed to the conference asked for 


worth practically nothing. They are rocky lands. This reser- 
voir is located, I think, about 9,000 feet above the sea level. It 
is some 200 feet in depth, and it extends about 7 miles in one 
direction. It isso large and so deep that the Kaiser Wilhelm could 
float on it for 7 miles. 

Mr. SULZER. Do you mean the Emperor or the steamship? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I mean the steamship Kaiser Wilhelm, the 
largest steamer in the world. 

Mr.CANNON. First, is there due protection against monopoly 
and overcharge? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Well, the city has an ordinance by which 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I will ask the gentleman another ques- 
This grant, I understand, is given in mountain regions? 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes; itisin the mountains. I will state to 


by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, | the gentleman that while the dam of this reservoir is constructed 


and had appointed Mr. Foraker, Mr. WETMORE, and Mr, Cock- 
RELL as conferees on the part of the Senate. 


STATUE OF THE LATE MAJ, GEN, ALEXANDER MACOMB, 


Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Speaker, I ask ananimous consent for the 
present consideration of Senate joint resolution 23, authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to furnish condemned cannon for a 
statue of the late Maj. Gen. Alexander Macomb, United States 
Army. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the'Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized to 
deliver to mayor of the city of Detroit, Mich., if the same can be done with- 
out detriment to the public service, such condemned bronze cannon as he 
may deem proper, not to exceed 7,000 pounds in weight, to be used in the 
erection of a monument to the memory of the late Maj. Gen. Alexander 
Macomb, United States Army. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered toa third reading, was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

SOUTH PLATTE CANAL AND RESERVOIR COMPANY, COLORADO. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 


the present consideration of the bill (S. 4815) to grant certain | 


lands to the South Platte Canal and Reservoir Company. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas the South Platte Canal and Reservoir Company is the owner of 
a reservoir from which the inhabitants of the City of Denver, Colo., are sup- 
plied with water for domestic purposes; and 

Whereas it is necessary for the health of the people of said city that the 
waters of said reservoir should not be contaminated and that the principal 
drainage basins leading into said reservoir should be under the control of the 
owners of said reservoir: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following-described tracts of land, situated in 
the counties of Jefferson and Douglas, in the State of Colorado, described as 
follows: Sections 1, 2, 11, 12, 18, 14, 28, and 24, in township 10 south, range 71 
west, of sixth principal meridian; and sections 6, 7, 18, and 19, in township 10 
south, range 70 west, of sixth principal meridian, all within the South Platte 
Forest Reserve, containing 7,680 acres, be, and the same are hereby, granted 
and conveyed to the South Platte Canal and Reservoir Company, a corpora- 
tion of the State of Colorado, upon the payment of $1.25 peracre by said com- 
pany to the United States, to have and to hold said lands to its use and behoof 
forever for purposes of water storage and supply of its waterworks; and for 
said purposes said company shall forever have the right, in its discretion, to 
control and use any and all parts of the premises herein conveyed, and in the 
construction of reservoirs, laying such pipes and mains, and in making such 
improvements as may be necessary to utilize the water contained in any nat- 
ural or constructed reservoirs upon said premises. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask the gentleman from what com- 
mittee is this bill reported, and what is it about? It sells 7,000 
acres of land to a corporation, at a dollar and a quarter an acre. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. That is held not to be wise in the Philippines. 
[Laughter.] Is it wise in the United States? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes; it is wise under these circumstances. 
I will explain the provisions of the bill. The bill was introduced 
in - Senate by Senator TELLER, and passed the Senate about a 
week ago, 

_Mr. Speaker, the water company that furnishes water for the 
city of Denver is at present erecting a very large reservoir up in 
the mountains, This reservoir is going to cost somewhere in the 
neighborhood of a million dollars, and is near completion. This 
colipany supplies the citizens of Denver with water for drinking 
purposes and other domestic use. So far they have found diffi- 
culty in protecting what may be termed the watershed for that 
reservoir, For instance, they have found dead animals in the 
stream above, which contaminate the water. They feel that in 
order to get a pure water supply it is absolutely necessary that 
this land be sold to them by the Government. 

The bill as originally introduced took in about 12,000 acres of 
land . but the Senate committee, after examining the matter very 
carefully, cut it down to seven thousand and some odd acres. It 


takes in the watershed that covers this reservoir, so that they can 


ence it, so that they can prevent any contamination of the waters 
of the reservoir, 


Some provision of this kind is absolutely neces- 











in a canyon of a width at the base of not more than 20 feet, of 
course it widens out with the mountain side. The dam will be 
200 feet high. Isaw the dam once. It was then about 40 feet 
high, and since that time they have been at work at it. 

Mr. LACEY. If the gentleman will allow me just a moment, I 
would like to suggest 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask my friend another question, be- 
cause he is acquainted with the locality. This is an absolute 
grant in fee simple? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The wording of it is this 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman knows. It grants it in fee, 
does it not? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It is granted only for a certain purpose— 

To have and to hold said lands to its use and behoof forever for purposes 
of water storage and supply of its waterworks; and for said eure ses said 


company shall forever have the right, in discretion, to control and use any 
and all parts of the premises herein conveyed and in the construction of res- 








| ervoirs, laying such pipes and mains, and in making such improvements as 


may be necessary to utilize the water contained in any natural or constructed 


| reservoirs upon said premises. 


Mr. CANNON. Now, Iam told that in Colorado nobody knows 
where mines will be discovered in the future, but when found 
the section of the country is directly worth fifty or a hundred 


| oa98 * * + ° 
million dollars for minerals, precious metals, etc, Now, there is 


no reservation of mineral rights in this grant. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Well, I will say to the gentleman that it 
has been subject to mineral entry for years and nothing has been 
done. ; 

Mr. CANNON. But was not Cripple Creek in the same con- 
dition for a generation? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. That is true; it was opened for homestead 
entry, and, so far as the town site of Cripple Creek was con- 
cerned, it was taken up for agricultural purposes in tracts aggre- 
gating 320 acres. There were no surface indications whatever of 
minerals. 

Mr. CANNON. Does not my friend think that wisdom dic- 
tates that there should be a reservation of all minerals? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Well, Ido not know. If the minerals are 
reserved and a party has got the right to work them it would 
pollute the water and defeat the very purpose of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill ask my friend another question. Under 
the legislation lately had touching irrigation, is not this land 
granted already by law? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. How already granted? 

Mr. CANNON. For the purpose of irrigation? 

Mr. SHAFROTH, Well, the proceeds of the land only are 
granted, and this bill is practically going to put eight or nine 
thousand dollars into the Treasury that the Government will get 
for the use of that fund. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I understand this will go tothe expenses 
for the irrigation of other land. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. This will go to it. 

Mr. CANNON. It will travel through the United States 
Treasury into the irrigation fund. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. That will not come from anywhere else, with 
the possible loss of valuable property in any of the States that are 
to be benefited by this fund? Where is my golden-haired friend 
from Nevada? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will say substantially that this would in- 
crease that fund in the United States Treasury about $8,000 that 
it would not otherwise get. ; 

Mr. CANNON. But suppose it would be worth eighty thou- 

nd? 

I SHAFROTH. There is no indication of anything in the 
way of mineral values, or the people would be trying to make use 
of it. 

Mr. CANNON. I find myself very busy trying to protect my 
own little district and adjacent districts. I do not see that I can 
constitute myself into an individual that has to be omnipresent 


47 


to protect the irrigation interests, now that legislation has been 
enacted. But I want in connection with that again to refer to 
the fact that as to the condition presented it seems to me that it 
is eminently proper that this 7,000 acres of land, perhaps with 
some reservations that are not in it, should be devoted to the 
welfare of the people of the city of Denver. Itseems to be so; 
but what is to become of the development of the Philippines here- 
after, not developed now, when a wide-awake, progressive Amer- 
ican goes over there and finds it necessary to build waterworks 
and reservoir sites and do a dozen other things that it is neces- 
sary for an enterprising man to do, and is met with an absolute 
provision of law confining him to 1,007 hectares, equivalent to 
2,509 acres, that somebody said was a valuable concession that 
we had ‘“‘ wrung from the Senate?’ [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

ANNA ELIZA ISABELLA VON HEMERT, 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (8. 5587) for 
the relief of Anna Eliza Isabella Von Hemert. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, 
and they are hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Anna Eliza Isabella 
Yon Eemert the sum of $5,167.05, in refundment of the money inadvertently 
= by her for the discharge of the special assessment against the Walton 

WV. Evans tract of land, represented by lien certificates Nos. § and 38 of the 
series issued for the cost of improvements upon the street connecting Co- 
lumbia road with Connecticut avenue extended and thence along said ave- 
nue tothe District line, which certificates have been declared by the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia to have been illegally issued; and for that 
purpose there is hereby appropriated the aforesaid sum of money, one-half 
of which to be paid from the revenues of the District of Columbia and one- 
half from any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. SULZER. 
would like some information about this bill. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I will state for the informa- 
tion of the gentleman from New York that this was an alleged 
assessment paid by Mrs. Von Hemert in the District of Columbia. 
The whole assessment was decided by the supreme court to be void. 
She was the only person who paid it. The others paid nothing. 
The Commissioners report that the money should be paid back to 
her. 


again. Ithasthe unanimous report from both Houses of Congress. 

Mr. SULZER. Does this money come out of the Federal Treas- 
ury? 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. It comes ont of the treasury 
of the District; it was an assessment upon property on Connecti- 
cut avenue. 

Mr. SULZER. If all the money comes out of the District treas- 
ury, then she has a remedy in the District of Columbia courts, 
has she not? 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. 
Was paid on an illegal assessment. 

Mr. SULZER. DoI understand the gentleman to say that this 
claimant has no legal remedy to recover that money illegally paid 
under an assessment that was afterwards determined to be void? 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. None at all; it has been so 
decided. 

Mr. COWHERD. If the gentleman will permit me, I will say 
that it was a special assessment for the opening of Connecticut 
avenue. This woman only paid, and the others resisted payment 
and brought suit. 

Mr. SULZER. I have no objection, providing the claimant 
has no other remedy except by an act of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CANNON. One moment, Mr. Speaker. 
by the District Committee? 

r. STEWART of New Jersey. Yes. 
r. CANNON. Is my friend from New Jersey a member of 
committee? 
r. STEWART of New Jersey. No, sir. 
r. CANNON. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cow- 
HERD] approve of this? 

Mr. COWHERD. 
property that paid, and the others resisted and took their case to 
the court, and the case was decided in favor of the property 
owners and against the Government. 

Mr. CANNON, Very well; I will take the gentleman's state- 
ment. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; was read the third 
time. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is now on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Rich arpson of Tennessee) there were 69 ayes and 8 noes, 

So the bill was passed, 


But this was her money and 


This is reported 
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Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- | 


Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I | 


It was money paid by mistake, inadvertently, and on an | 
illegal assessment, and this bill simply gives her the money back | 





Yes; as I understand it, this was the only | 
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SUPPRESSION OF TRAIN ROBBERY. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimodts con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (8. 6016) for the sup- 
pression of train robbery. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That if any person shall willfully and maliciously tres- 
pass upon or enter upon any railroad train, railroad car, or railroad locomo- 
tive, within any Territory of the United States, or any place subject to the 
exclusive jurisdiction or control thereof, with the intent to commit murder, 
robbery, or any unlawful violence upon or against any passenger on said 
train or car, or upon or against any engineer, conductor, fireman, brakeman, 
or any officer or employee connected with said locomotive, train, or car, or 
upon or against any express messenger or mail agent on said train, or in any 
such car thereof, or to commit any crime or offense against any person or 
property thereon, such person shall be punished by imprisonment not ex- 
ceeding twenty years, or by fine not exceeding $5,000, or both, at the discre- 
tion of the court. ’ 

Src. 2. That any person who shall counsel, aid, abet, and assist in the per- 
petration of any of the offenses set forth in the preceding section shal) be 
deemed to be principals therein. ’ 

Sxc. 3. That upon the trial of any person charged with any offense set 
forth in this act it shall not be necessary to set forth or prove the particular 
person against whom it was intended to gommit the offense, or that it was 
intended to commit such offense against any particular person. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, this bill meets with the 
unanimous approval of the Senate and of the House committee, 
We did have a bill which extended the punishment of this offense 
and carried it into the States. That is eliminated from this bil). 
so that it applies only in the Territories, and every member of 
the Judiciary Committee is in favor of it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand the gentleman from New 
York, Mr. Speaker, to state that this is not the bill which the 
gentleman from Kentucky objected to several days ago. 

Mr. RAY of New York. This is not; this is a Senate bill, and 
eliminates all that the gentleman from Kentucky {Mr. Swrru} 
objected to. This applies simply to the Territories, and, as I say, 
it meets with the unanimous approval of the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. BARTLETT. In other words, this bill would not give the 
United States courts jurisdiction of an offense like an assault 
upon any person or train simply because the train was engaged 
in interstate commerce? 

Mr. RAY of New York. No, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It would not confer jurisdiction upon the 
United States courts except in cases where the United States 
courts had actual jurisdiction. 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is right. 
Territories. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, just one word. The gentleman 
from New York has correctly stated the scope and the purpose of 
this bill, and that it meets with the unanimous approval of the 
House Judiciary Committee. It in nowise conflicts with the State 
rights idea of anybody. 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is right; it does not. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 12702. An act to provide for the erection of a quarter- 
masters’ warehouse at Omaha, Nebr.; and 

H. J. Res. 210. Joint resolution reappropriating and making 
available an unexpended balance of appropriations for work on 
the Capitol building. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 41°") 
to diminish the number of appraisers of the ports of Philadelphia 
and Boston. ; 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
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It applies solely to the 


of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 14244) authorizing the President to reserve public lands 


ment of Porto Rico. 
HOME FOR AGED AND INFIRM COLORED PEOPLE. 
Mr. ROBERTS. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 


| sideration of the bill (H. R. 3108) to provide a home for aged 


and infirm colored people. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the sum of $100,000, out of all moneys, arrears of 
pay, and bounty which are due the estates of deceased colored soldiers a 
served in the late civil war, and which were in the hands of the commissions 
of the Freedmen's Bureau and have been repaid into the Treasury, 3! dl - 
which no claim or claims have been or shall hereafter be made, ws all 
presented prior to the ist day of January, 1902, on an after which 4 i > - 
such claims not so filed and presented shall and are hereby declare: 











1902. 


fectually, absolutely, and forever barred, be, and is hereby, appropriated, out 
fany such money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appro- 
jated, for the purpose of erecting a memorial national home for aged and 
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infirm co 


building or buildings for said home to be erected in the District of Columbia 
upon the lands owned by the association known as the Home for Aged and 
Infirm Colored Persons, a corporation duly incorporated under and by virtue 


 ¢+he incorporation laws of the District of Columbia: Provided, That no 
joney shall be paid to said association under the provisions of this act until 
. Attorney-General of the United States shall have reported to the Secre- 
-y of the Treasury, after proper investigation, that such association is 
incorporated for the accomplishment of the purposes specified in this 
nor until the deed for said property shall have been approved by such 
oey-General, nor until the association shall have given good and suffi- 
nd, to be approved by such Attorney-General, conditioned upon the 
ful discharge of their duties in the proper expenditure of the above- 
tioned fund: And provided further, That no claim or obligation upon the 
1 States for any appropriation of money for the support or endowment 
institution shallever be asserted against the United States, nor will the 
i States recognize any obligation growing out of this act other than 
ty of supervision specifically provided for herein; and the corporation 







~nevolent and charitable persons and other sources. 
2. That the plans and specifications for the buildings to be erected 
aid home shall be submitted to and be subject to the approval of the 
retary of War; and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and di- 
‘ted to pay the money hereby appropriated to the association known as 
me for Aged and Infirm Colored Persons in the manner provided for 
pon the fulfillment of the terms of this act: And provided further, That 
torney-General shall have certified that the organization and consti- 


he } 


priated will_be fully, wisely, and economically expended for the pur- 
forth, and that no more than the amount certified by the Attorney- 
General to be reasonable shall have been expended for the work and mate- 
s provided, employed, and used in such part of the construction and 
nof said building as may, in each case, be certified to by said Attorney- 
|: and that the association shall make annual reports of all the receipts 
nditures to the Secretary of the Treasury, to be by him communi- 
Congress, and the Secretary shall have and exercise Visitorial powers 
iid association. 
}. That all other moneys being a part of of belonging to such arrears 
nd bounty, and prize money an 
f deceased colored soldiers, sailors, and marines who served in the 
war be, andare hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
the United States not otherwise appropriated, to be invested as an 
ment fund for the national memorial home for aged and infirm col- 
ed persons of the United States, with the exception of so much money as 
y pe held to 
hich shall be determined by the law governing the settlement of 
«laims which shall be presented before January 1, 1902, allclaims which 
e presented after that date being hereby barred: Provided, That all 
sin the United States shall have the right to organize one or more 
r associations, and that such of the members of said similar associa- 
; this present association shall from time to time determine may be- 
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Persons of the United States by complying with the requirements 
sociation; gnd that any such similar association now existing or that 

e formed hefeafter shall have the right to place in the institution or 
rrounds of the institution any memorial of deceased colored: oldiers 
sentative colored men or of such other representative meu as the 
ion shall determine to have been benefactors of the colored people, 
| ng that all such memorials are in harmony with such institutions, by 
and with the consent of the trustees of the national memorial home for aged 
al rm colored persons of the United States: And provided further, That 
retary of War, Secretary of the Treasury, and the Attorney-General 
United States shall constitute a board which shall have and exercise 
vision over the expending and investment of the said fund, and thatall 
; must be certified by the Attorney-General before any money is 
from the Treasury, and the money only taken from the Treasury by 
ichers as the work progresses; that the said endowment fund be in- 
n safe security in land or the first mortgage on land or in lands by 
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the trustees of the national memorial home, with the approval of the Attor- 

ney-General of the United States, and that the disbursing officers of the 

Treasury are authorized and directed to pay the money upon the presenta- 

tion of such vouchers, as approved and certified, as may be drawn by the as- 

2 ition known as the Home for Aged and Infirm Colored People of the 
hited States. 
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The amendments reported by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs were read, as follows: 
Insert after the word “ dollars,” in line 3, page 1, section 1, the words “or 
thereof as the Attorney-General shall deem advisable.” 
ion 1, ° oe the word “owned,” in line 4, page 2, insert the words 
» be owned.” 
tion 1, after the word “fund,” in line 18 of page 2, insert the words 
ibmit proper plans and contracts approved by the Secretary of War 
construction,” 
tion 3, page 3, line 24, after the word ‘“‘ moneys,” insert the words 
above such cost of construction.” 


t Memorial Home, with the approval of the Attorney-General of the | 
( States,”’ and insert the words “ said board or under their direction.” 

; after the word “money,” in line 16 of page 5, insert the following | 
wor iz,“ required for said construction and the income of said endow- | 


Mr. LOUD. If the gentleman presenting this bill desires to 
¢ fer some suggestions on the subject, I reserve the right to ob- 


e 
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l. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, this bill isone which passed the 
ast Louse. It has been favorably reported by several committees 
ious Congresses. There never has been any adverse report 
. It is a bill which provides for taking out of the money 
how in the Treasury due the estates of deceased colored soldiers 
in the civil war $100,000, to be turned over to an incorporated 
association called ‘* The Home for Aged and Infirm Colored Per- 
sons. for the purpose of erecting a home for such persons. 

an 1S association has raised by private subscription enough 
Honey to buy a suitable plot of land here in the city of Wash- 


Or y 


OD it. 


I 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





lored people and to aid in maintaining the inmates of the same; the | 


aid is hereby authorized to receive donations and gifts of endowment | 


of the association afford reasonable security that the money hereby | 


other allowances that are due the | 


pe y off all or any claims that may be proven against such | 


come members of the association known as the Home for Aged and Infirm | 


». in lines 13, 14, and 15, strike out the words “the trustees of the Na- | 
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| ington. The bill will take out of the Treasury $100,000 belonging 
| to the colored people of this country and place it in a home where 
these people can get a decided and substantial benefit from it. 

The bill also provides that the balance of the sum (the whole 
amount is about $230,000, the balance being $130,000) shall be in- 
vested, and the income used for endowment for the home. This 
balance, $130,000, will be under the control of the Secretary of 
War, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Attorney-General. 
No money will be expended for the home until the Attorney- 
General and the Secretary of War shall report to the Secretary 
of the Treasury that the plans for the proposed buildings are 
proper and will come within the $100,000. The present bill is re- 
ported from the Committee on Military Affairs, as I am informed, 
by a unanimous vote. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, there can be 
no reasonable objection to it. 

Mr. HULL. This money is held asaseparate fund in the Treas- 
ury; it belongs to the colored people; and this is the best disposi- 
tion of it that can possibly be made as a recognition of the services 
of the colored soldier during the civil war. 
| A MemsBer. Where did the money come from? 
| Mr. HULL. From the pay and bounty of the colored soldiers. 
| Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, as I understand, this fund is 
made up of the pay and bounty which were due to colored sol- 
| diers and which now remain undisposed of in the Treasury. But 

it is to be borne in mind that this money did not come altogether— 

possibly in very small part—from colored soldiers of the District 

of Columbia. The persons originally entitled to this money came 

no doubt from various parts of the Union. And now it is pro- 

posed to take this money due to those various people or their de- 
| scendants and expend it for the benefit exclusively of persons 
residing in or near the city of Washington. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Oh, no; that is to be a home for the colored 
people of the whole United States—not a local institution. It will 
merely be located here. 

Mr. HULL. There can absolutely be nobody claiming this 
money now. It has been in the Treasury, and no valid claim has 
been made for it. In some cases forty or fifty persons have ap- 
| peared claiming money as the descendants of one soldier, but 
| have been unable to prove their claim. 
| The parties originally entitled to this money have moved to 
| various States, in some instances changing their names, and it 
| has been impossible to trace their descendants so that they could 
establish a legal claim on the Government for this money. 

The money is carried in the Treasury as a separate fund, and 
unless some disposition of this kind be made of it the colored peo- 
ple of the United States will get no benefit from this fund, which 
is peculiarly the property of the colored race of the United States. 

Mr. LOUD. Is there not a lot of money held in the United 
States Treasury that came from many other sources? 

Mr. HULL. But this is a special fund which I think may be 
devoted with peculiar appropriateness to this particular purpose. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. What authority is there for tak- 
ing this money from the Treasury? ; 

Mr. HULL. If this bill passes it will be done by the authority 
of the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. As I understand, there is a fund 
there to which no claimants can make a valid title. 

Mr. HULL. It is held there as a separate fund—has been there 
since the close of the war. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Is it not a fact that this money has gone 
back into the General Treasury, or is it there as a separate and 
distinct fund? If we make this appropriation will it come out of 
a specific fund or will it be paid from the General Treasury? Is 
it not a fact that this fund has long since been turned back into 
| the General Treasury? 

Mr. HULL. It is still carried on the books of the Treasury as 
| a liability of the Government to the soldiers. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then there is no specific fund of this char- 
acter there? 

Mr. HULL. Yes; $240.000,in round numbers. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Kept a separate and distinct fund for forty 
years? 

Mr. HULL. It is kept as a fund there belonging to these sol- 
| diers and these heirs, and will have to be carried there. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If it belongs to them wha 
have we to give it away? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I will sta ) the gentleman 
from Tennessee that it provides that these claims may be prose- 
| cuted up to a certain time, when the statute of limitations shall 
run, and then all who have not claimed the money at that time 
shall be barred and the balance of the money shall go to this pur- 

se. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How long is that limitation? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. One vear. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why, in that short time not cne- 
tenth of the people of the country will know that this has passed. 
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Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, I will state that the reason why they were entitled to, and in some instances did not get the pay 


this money has not been taken out of the Treasury long ago is 
due very largely to the fact that the colored soldiers in the civil 
war were mostly ex-slaves, and there was no record ever kept of 
the slave marriages, so it has been impossible for their lawful de- 
scendants to prove that they were the lawful descendants of 
these deceased soldiers, and they never can make that proof. 
You might as well put a limitation of a day ahead as a year or 
ten years. So much time has elapsed in which they have not been 
able to make the proof that it is an absolute certainty, almost, that 
they never will or can. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do not they make a practice of 
keeping a record of the marriages and deaths and the children in 
pension cases by the thousands and hundreds of thousands? 

Mr. ROBERTS. I do not know what the rule is in pension 


| made. 


they were entitled to. Congress increased the bounties from 
time to time, and soldiers in the service did not know it until long 
after. Soldiers were killed or died and their heirs were entitled 
to these unpaid balances. The surviving wife, if any, or children 
or, if none, the legal representatives were entitled toit. Congress 
from that time to this, whenever these cases have been made out 
has been paying up these bounties. The proof has to be made. 
and invariably when it is made Congress authorizes the payment, 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Inamoment. Invariably when the cases are 
made out and certified to Congress the appropriation has been 
We follow the practice of making a lump-sum appropria- 


| tion each year to meet these audited accounts as they ave ascer- 


cases. but I know this money is due the estates of these soldiers | 


and can only be paid to their lawful heirs; and if a person can not 
prove himself the lawful heir he can not get it; furthermore, if 
he can not prove the marriage of his father and mother, he can 
not prove himself a lawful heir. 

Mr. GALNES of Tennessee. 
that? 

Mr. ROBERTS. He has until the ist of January, 1903. 
to the gentleman from New Jersey |Mr. PARKER]. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker. before the gentleman yields to 
the gentleman from New Jersey 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama? 

Mr. ROBERTS. 





I yielded to the gentleman from New Jersey, 


In what time is he required to do | 


I yield | 


tained. Now, there are pending in the Second Auditor's office 
for the War Department, I suppose, 50.000 or 100,000 claims, in 
some instances by soldiers who think something is due them when 
it is not, and in other instances by the representatives of deceased 
soldiers, and they keep on, to the extent of twenty-five thousand, 
fifty thousand, or a hundred thousand dollars each year as they 
establish their claims, receiving these payments. ; 

Now, there is far more back pay and bounty due to white sol- 
diers than there is to colored soldiers; and all this story about 


| appropriating an amount due to colored soldiers for this home igs 


mere leather and prunella. It is mere deception, mere sticking 
in the bark—buncombe, so to speak. This bill would do the 
manly and honest thing if it said, ‘‘ There is hereby appropriated 
$100,000 to build this home,’’ if that is the amount, That is the 


| effect of it. 


and after I will be glad to yield to the gentleman from Alabama. | 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Alabama 
put his question to me? I reported the case. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 
just made by the gentleman from Massachusetts as to the diffi- 
culty of the heirs of these dead soldiers establishing their claims, 
proving that they are the lawful descendants or legal heirs of these 
dead soldiers, I want to know what. if any, effort has been made in 
the direction of establishing their right to this money. 

Mr. PARKER. A large part of the money on hand has been 
distributed through the past thirty-five years or thirty-seven 
years. The other part has had no claimants, because the heirs 
of these soldiers are unknown and have never appeared, in spite 
of all the efforts of the Treasury to find them. 
that this fund is, as I understand it, kept as a separate fund in 
charge of trustees, who charge something toward it every year 
for taking care of it. 

Mr. LOUD. What! Of the Government money? 

Mr. PARKER. Of this part of the money; yes. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; my friend is dead wrong. 

Mr.PARKER. AmI? Allright. However that may be, the 
other part I speak of, but I understand that to be the case. 

Mr. LACEY. That is the Freedman’s Bureau the gentleman 
is speaking of. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 


Has any book been published con- | 


In connection with the remarks | 


Mr. BARTLETT. That is exactly what I wanted to-ask the 
gentleman. If the statement is correct with reference to our 
having periodically to make appropriations with reference to these 
claims, then it can not be true that there is now in the Treasury 


| unappropriated any sum of money for this purpose. 


I desire to add | 


taining the names of these parties to whom this money belongs? | 


Mr. ROBERTS. I was just going to refer to that point. This 
money came originally intc the possession of the Government, as 
I understand, in winding up the affairs of the Freedman’s Bureau. 
That is how it got into the possession of the Government, and 
when the affairs and assets of that bureau were turned over every- 
thing that could possibly be proven up was taken out immedi- 
ately, and this is what could not be proven up. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Has any list been published in, 
say, the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD or any book? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Ido not know whether there has or not. 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman is mistaken about the Freedman’s 
Bureau. 
came through the Freedman’s Bureau. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Possibly I am misinformed. 

Mr. HULL. Because this is a charge upon the Treasury for 
this purpose. 

Mr. CANNON. There can be no doubt about it, I will say to 
the gentleman. if he will yield to me for a minute. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. There can be no doubt about it. This is the 
situation. There seems to be much misinformation about what 
this bill does. The law provided so much for pay of soldiers 
during the civil war and so much for bounties from time to time. 
Now, there were white soldiers and colored soldiers, and every- 
body that performed service, according to the time of his en- 
listment, as the law was then, was entitled to the pay and the 
bounty. 

Now, out of the 2,200,000 enlistments or more in the Army of 
the United States there was a proportion of soldiers, mostly white, 
some colored, because the white greatly predominated in num- 
bers, who through accident or otherwise did not get the bounty 


| 


| Let us see what it is. 


This is bounty and pay money, and I do not think it | 


Mr. CANNON. There is not a word of correctness in that 
statement. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is what I wanted to know. 

Mr. CANNON. This money comes into the Treasury by taxa- 
tion—internal revenue and customs—just as all other money comes 
in. This bill will bar the colored soldiers in 1903, if they do not 
prove up, making a statute of limitations against them. It does 
not bar the white soldiers, but it cuts the colored soldiers off, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Who does that? 

Mr. CANNON. It is done by this bill. Of course we would 
reviveit. Ifcolored soldiers should establish their claims notwith- 
ae the bar, if any of them could prove up, we would pay 
them. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Has any list ever been published 
anywhere showing these claims? 

Mr. CANNON. Why, it is on the Army rolls; that is all. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Any newspaper publication? 

Mr. CANNON. No; the claim agents are writing all over the 
country, hunting up folks. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, 
Congress? 

Mr. CANNON. Hunting up everybody to whom we owe any- 
thing, and three times as many bodies to whom we do not owe 
anything. They are lively ducks. They get in their work. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. They are still looking these people 
up? 

Mr. CANNON. Now, this proposition is just one thing more. 
Let there be no misunderstanding about it. 
It appropriates this money for a colored old-folks’ home, to be 
located in the District of Columbia; and colored old folks from 
Illinois, Pennsylvania, and Massachusetts—I think people outside 
of the District can come in, can they not? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. And from other States they come in here, and 
when once here they are always here, and the Treasury of the 
United States will again have to take the burden, not of sustain- 
ing the soldiers that defended the flag, pay and pension to them 
and furnish them with artificial limbs, but will have assumed the 
burden of the States for the poor and caring for the indigent. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. A poorhouse. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; or by outside relief. Now, then, 
there it is in its length and breadth. I amagood deal of a States 
rights man. I believe in Tennessee and Illinois and Massachu- 
setts taking care of the indigent colored poor, just as it takes care 
of the indigent white poor, and I will not by my vote fly in the 
face of the whole theory of our Government by assuming this 
burden in the District of Columbia and from the National Treas- 
ury now. 

Mr. TOMPKINS of New York. Isthere aseparate fund belong- 
ing to the colored and another fund which belongs to the white: 


And they are coming in before 


Mr. CANNON. No, no; every colored or white soldier = 
did not get his pay and bounty, as he was entitled to under the 
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law, is entitled to it, but he has got to prove that he is the fel- 
low, and that the Government owes him that much, and if he 
never proves it he will never get it. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman allow me? The Government 
has already adjudicated it, It was paid in and it was decided 
that they owed the soldiers that much, 

Mr. CANNON. No. 

Mr. HULL. Yes; and the Treasury cight years ago published 
a report on the matter. The gentleman is mistaken in the state- 
ment he makes. 

Mr. CANNON. I am not mistaken, because the gentleman 
will see at once that it would be impossible to adjudicate claims 
that are not made. 

Mr. HULL. Oh. 

Mr. CANNON. Hold on a minute, I understand what I am 
talking about. It would be impossible to adjudicate claims that 
are not made. Anybody can see that if the Government had 
adjudicated $100,000 due to A, B,C, D, E, and F the Govern- 
ment must pay it. Now, the Government no doubt may have 
published a roster of the services of the colored and white. That 
isall. And then somebody may have estimated that under the 
law, if somebody was in being that would come and claim it, he 
was entitled toit. That is all. 

Mr. HULL. That is not what the Treasury published in this 
report. The Treasury reported on a bill first at the beginning of 
the Fifty-second Congress or the Fifty-third, a specific statement 
that this amount of money was due. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did they call the names? 

Mr. HULL. You can go to the War Department and get alist 
of the names, — 

Mr. CANNON. 
more. : : 

Mr. ROBERTS. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to me 
fora moment? I think that 1 can clear up this point. 

Mr. CANNON. Inamoment. The Government can do this 
and nothing more. You can tell how many soldiers are.on the 
rosters and who has drawn bounty and full pay and who is not 
found. Ihave no doubt that the Government may have done that. 

Mr. ROBERTS. The gentleman said a few moments ago that 
this money got into the Treasury Department through the Freed- 
man’s Bureau. I want to read this report, made to Congress in 
the Fifty-third Congress, second session: 

A joint resolution was d by Congress in 1867 (see Stats. L., vol. 15, p. 
26) which provided that all moneys certified to be due colored soldiers should 
be paid to the commissioners of the Freedman’s Bureau. At that time most 
of the colored people from the Southern States who would be entitled to this 
money that had been slaves had no individual relationship, and where they 
had it was impossible to trace it. The law now governing the proper — 
cation of these claims requires that the heirs of the deceased colored soldier 
st prove their lawful marriage relation by record evidence, and that to be 
ertified to by a notary public or clerk of the court in the several States, but 

no marriage record was ever kept of the slaves it is impossible that the 
law can be complied with, so that in a great many instances the proper proof 
can not be made. The Second Auditor of the Treasury in 1892, in his annual 
report, makes the following statement: 

When the bureau (referring to the Freedman’s Bureau) was discontinued 
in 1872 the unexpended balance of said funds was turned over to the Adju- 
tant-General’s Department for disbursement, and every effort was made to 
find the person entitled thereto. In many instances it was asce tained that 
the payees were dead, and in all such cases the funds were held for seven 
years and then repaid into the Treasury on the legal presumption of the death 
of the payees. The total amount repaid was $504,000. In 1882 it was found 
that more than one-half of that sum had been claimed, the actual amount 
remaining unclaimed being $240,233." i 

Your committee find that while all of the money has been claimed (and in 
many instances as many as 10 persons fromas many different States filed 
claims as the lawful heirs of 1 deceased soldier) since the date of that report 
there still remains in the Treasury at least $300,000, which, under existing 
conditions, can never be paid out on account of the utter insufficiency of the 
proof furnished to establish theclaims. There have been numerous requests 
made by the colored people generally to apply the sum for the advancement 
and benefit of their race, but as there was no law in existence whereby this 
money could be so used no progress was ever made. 

In 1893 a number of colored men in the District of Columbia formed a cor- 
poration for the purpose of establishing and maintaining a home for the aged 
and infirm colored people of the United States, and by private subscription 
have acquired a tract of land sufficient to erect a suitable home thereon, and 
have come to Congress for a transfer to them for that purpose of a portion 
of the fund in the Treasury which justly,equitably, and legally belongs to 
the colored people. There is no question but that the aged colored noone 
who were once slaves are more subject to destitution and require charitable 
aid more than any other class of people in the United States, and as itisnot the 
province of this Government to establish charitable institutions, but rather 
assist those already established in the District, these people suffer for want 
of an institution of their own. There are at the present time only 10 col- 
ored people permitted admittance in the charitable institutions in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia on account of a lack of accommodations, and those are pro- 
vided forin the basement of the Children’s Asylum on Eighth street; therefore 
itis eminently proper that they should receive recognition to such an extent 
as willenable them to care for the needy and aged of their own race out of 
: e funds which really belong to them and are withheld in the United States 

‘easury, 

Py SPaAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 


Mr. LOUD. I object. 


The SPEAKER, Objection is made by the gentleman from 
California, 
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FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Committee on 
Ways and Means to report back the following resolution with an 
amendment, and on it I desire immediate action. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, by direction 
of the Committee on Ways and Means, calls up the following res- 
olution: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives be 
authorized to close the present session by adjourning their respective Houses 
on the Ist day of July, 1902, at —— o'clock post meridian. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 5, after the word “‘at,” insert the words “ five thirty.” 


Mr. PAYNE. On that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
lution. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. SULZER. A parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (to Mr. Payne). 
gentleman offer the amendment? 

Mr. PAYNE. I did. 

Mr. SULZER. Is a motion to recommit the resolution back 
with instructions in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would be. 

Mr. SULZER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask that this resolution 
be recommitted to the committee with instructions to report 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to make that motion yet. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the resolution be 
referred back to the committee, with instructions to report an 
adjournment on the 8th day of July, 1902, at 5 o’clock p. m. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves to 
recommit the resolution to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
with instructions to report it back for the 8th day of July, so 
that the adjournment will take place at 5.30 p. m. on that day; 
and on that question the gentleman from New York demands the 
previous question. 

Mr. SULZER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question had been ordered by 
the House before the gentleman took the floor, and the motion 
to recommit is not debatable, and the Chair must submit it to 
the House at once. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
SULZER) there were 51 ayes and 104 noes. 

So the motion to recommit was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. SULZER. And on that, Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, under the rules are we 
entitled to twenty minutes’ debate on either side? 

The SPEAKER. Demand was made for the yeas and nays, 
and the yeas and nays have been ordered. No debate was de- 
manded until after the Givision began, and the Chair thinks it is 
too late now. 

Mr. SWANSON. Pending the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker, I 
desire to call the attention of the Chair to the fact that there had 
been no division prior to the call for the yeas and nays. The 
motion had not been put by the Chair, and the motion not having 
been put, as I understand, we are entitled to twenty minutes’ de- 
bate on either side on a motion to adjourn sine die. The motion 
had not been put, and the previous question had been ordered, 
and when the previous question is ordered, under the rules, and 
and there has been no debate, we are entitled to twenty min- 
utes’ debate on each side after the previous question is or- 
dered. ie 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is not without some diffi- 
culty, but the Chair thinks it comes now too late. The question 
on the amendment and the motion to recommit have been ccn- 
sidered, and the House is dividing, and the Chair thinks it comes 
too late. While it is not without difficulty, the Chair thinks it 
is now too late. 

Mr. SULZER. 

The SPEAKER. 


I desire to amend the reso- 


Did the 


not 


Mr. Speaker—— 
The Chair will not recognize the gentleman 


from New York because he is filibustering. 
I am not filibustering, Mr. Speaker. 


Mr. SULZER. 
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The question was taken; and there were 
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yeas 136, nays 76, an- 


swered ‘‘ present ’’ 13, not voting 125, as follows: 
YEAS—136. 


Acheson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Aplin, 
Babcock, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Bingham, 
3ishop, 
Seskibuen, 
Blakeney, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Bristow, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 
Burk, Pa. 
Burke, 8. Dak. 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Cassingham, 
Conner, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Crumpacker, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 


Alien, Ky. 
Ball, Tex. 
Bartlett, 
Benton, 
Brantley, 
Brundidge, 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Candler, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Cochran, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd, 
Davey, La. 
Davis, Fla. 
De Armond, 
Dinsmore, 
Fitzgerald, 


Adams, 
Bankhead, 
Brom well, 
Burgess, 


Adamson, 
Ball, Del. 
Beidler, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Belmont, 
Boreing, 
Bowie, 
Breazeale, 
Brick, 
Broussard, 
Bull, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell. 
‘onnell, 
soury, 
sooney, 
‘orliss, 
(Creamer, 
Cromer, 
Crowley, 
Currier, 
Dahle, 
Dayton, 
De Graffenreid, 
Dougherty, 
Douglas, 
Draper. 
Edwards, 
Elliott, 
Emerson, 
Feely, 


a 


— 


Dalzell, 
Darragh, 
Deemer, 
Dick, 
Dovener, 
Eddy, 

Esch, 

Evans, 
Fletcher, 
Foerderer, 
Foster, Vt. 
Fowler, 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gibson, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 
Grosvenor, 
Hamilton, 
Haskins, 
Haugen, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 


Jones, Wash. 
Joy, 

Kahn, 
Knapp, 
Knox, 

Kyle, 

Lacey, 
Landis, 
Lessler, 
Lewis, Pa. 
Littlefield, 
Long, 

Loud, 
Lovering, 
McCall, 
McCleary, 
Mahon, 
Mann, 
Marshall, 
Mercer, 
Minor, 
Mondell, 
Moody, N.C. 
Moody, Oreg. 


Hepburn, Morgan, 
Hildebrant, Moss, 
Hill, Mudd, 
Hitt, Needham, 
Holliday, Nevin, 
Hopkins, Olmsted, 
Hughes, Overstreet, 
Hull, Palmer, 
Irwin, Parker, 
Jackson, Md. Patterson, Pa 
NAYS—‘6. 
Flood, Little, 
Gaines, Tenn. Livingston, 
Goldfogle, McClellan, 
Gordon, McCulloch, 
Green, Pa. Meyer, La. 
Griffith, Miers, Ind. 
Hall, Moon, 
Hay, Mutchler, 
Hooker, Newlands, 
Jackson, Kans. Norton, 
Johnson, Padgett, 
Jones, Va. Pierce, 
Kehoe, Pugsley, 
Kern, Randell, Tex. 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Ransdell, La. 
Kleberg, Rhea, Va. 
Kluttz, Richardson, Tenn. 
Lanham, Rixey, 
Lester, Robinson, Ind. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "’—13. 
Davidson, Metcalf, 
Driscoll, Powers, Me. 
Finley, Taylor, Ala. 
Jenkins, Thompson, 
NOT VOTING—125. 
Fleming, Littauer, 
Fordney, Lloyd, 
Foss, Loudenslager, 
Foster, Il. McAndrews, 
Fox, McDermott, 
Gardner, Mich. McLachlan, 
Gilbert, McLain, 
Gill, Mc . 
Gillet, N. Y. Maddox, 
Glenn, Mahoney, 
Gooch, Martin, 
Graham, Maynard, 
Greene, Mass. Mickey, 
Griggs, Miller, 
Grow, Morrell, 
Hanbury, Morris, 
Heatwole, Naphen, 
Henry, Miss. Neville, 
Henry, Tex. Otjen, 


Howard, 
Howell, 
Jack, 

Jett, 
Ketcham, 
Kitchin, Claude 
Lamb, 
Lassiter, 
Latimer, 
Lawrence, 
Lever, 
Lewis, Ga. 
Lindsay, 


Patterson, Tenn. 
Pearre, 
Pou, 
Powers, Mass. 
Reid, 
Richardson, Ala. 
Robb, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Rucker, 
oem, 
uppert, 
eel, 


So the resolution was adopted. 
The following pairs were announced: 
For the remainder of the session: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 
GHLLeT of New York with Mr. CLaupE Kircuin. 
JACK with Mr. FINLEY. 
CURRIER with Mr. FEELY. 
DRISCOLL with Mr. Pov. 

STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. VANDIVER. 
ADAMS with Mr. RUCKER. 


Payne, 
Perkins, 
Prince, 

Ray, N. Y. 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 
Roberts, 
Scott. 
Shattuc, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Smith, Ml. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, 8. W. 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sperry, 
Steele, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Storm, 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell, 
Tompkins, N. Y. 
Tompkins, Ohio 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
Wright, 
Young. 


Ryan, 
Shafroth, 
Sims, 

Small, 
Snodgrass, 
Snook, 
Spight, 

Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 
Underwood, 
Wiley, 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, 
Wooten, 
Zenor. 


Trimble. 


Scarborough, 
Schirm, 
Selby, 
Shackleford, 
Shallenberger, 
Shelden, 
Sheppard, 
Sherman, 
Skiles. 
Slayden, 
Smith, Ky. 


Sparkman, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Talbert, 
Tawney, 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tongue, 
Vandiver, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Weeks, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Woods. 
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Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. Ruppert. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


OTJEN with Mr. SHACKLEFORD, 

BoREING with Mr. TRIMBLE. 

BULL with Mr. CROWLEY. 

METCALF with Mr. WHEELER. 

DAVIDSON with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Ba. of Delaware with Mr. LEVER. 

Mr. DRAPER with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 

Mr. Dayton with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana. 
Until further notice: 

. HEATWOLE with Mr. BELMONT. 

r, RUSSELL with Mr. RoBEerRTSON of Louisiana, 
. SHELDEN with Mr. REID. 

r. CONNELL with Mr. EL.Liorr. 

*. Powers of Maine with Mr. Fox. 

. WM. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. Jerr. 

. SKILES with Mr. TALBERT. 

. JENKINS with Mr. SmiruH of Kentucky. 

. FORDNEY with Mr. BuRGEss. 

. MILLER with Mr. THomas of North Carolina. 
. RUMPLE with Mr. THomMpson. 

. Powers of Massachusetts with Mr. Conry. 

. EMERSON with Mr. GILBERT. 

. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. 
For this day: 

. VAN VoorRHis with Mr. Rosrnson of Nebraska. 
. TONGUE with Mr. SHALLENBERGER. 

. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. SCARBOROUGH, 
. SCHTRM with Mr. Ross. 

. PEARRE with Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. 

. Morris with Mr. MIcKEy. 

. MORRELL with Mr. NAPHEN. 

. MARTIN with Mr. MAHONEY. 

Mr. McLACHLAN with Mr. McLaIn, 

. LITTAUVER with Mr. MCRAE. 

.. KETCHAM with Mr. McDERMoTT. 

. HANBURY with Mr. MCANDREWs. 

. Grow with Mr. Mappox. 

. GRAHAM with Mr. Linpsay. 

. GILL with Mr. LATIMER. 

. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. Lams, 

. Foss with Mr. Henry of Mississippi. 

. DouGLas with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 

Mr. DAYTON with Mr. DoUGHERTY. 

Mr. DAHLE with Mr. FLEMING. 

Mr. CROMER with Mr. CREAMER. 

Mr. Woops with Mr. BrovussarpD. 

Mr. Cor iss with Mr. BREAZEALE. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. Bowing. 

Mr. Brick with Mr. THAYER. 

Mr. WEEKS with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

Mr. BEIDLER with Mr. BELLAMY. 

Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. BELL. 

Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. LLoyp. 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. CALDWELL. 

On this vote: 

Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. RicHARDSON of Alabama. 
Mr. Henry C. SmirH with Mr. Tayior of Alabama, 
Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts with Mr. Griaas. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PAaRKINsON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
a bill of the House of the following title: ae 

H. R. 4346. Anact toamend section 2743 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States concerning the examination of drugs. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
following concurrent resolution of the House: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives be 
authorized to close the present session by adjourning their respective Houses 
on the Ist day of July, 1902, at 5.30 o’clock post meridian. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That a committee of two Senators be appointed by the Chair to 
join a similar committee appointed by the House of Representatives to walt 
upon the President of the United States and inform him that the two Houses, 
having completed the business of the present session. are ready to adjourn, 
unless the President has some other communication to make to them. 

The message stated that, in compliance with the foregoing, the 
President pro tempore had appointed as said committee on the 
part of the Senate Mr. ALLISON and Mr. CocKRELL. 


SOUVENIR MEDALS FOR WASHINGTON MONUMENT ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker,I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (8S. 4546) to provide certain 
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souvenir medals for the benefit of the Washington Monument 
Association, of Alexandria, Va. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of aiding in the cost of erecting, in 
the city of Alexandria, Va.,a monument commemorating the centenary of 
the death of Washington, in a manner designated by the Washington Monu- 
ment Association, of Alexandria, Va. (an association chartered under the 
laws of Virginia), the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to have made and prepared in the mint of the United States, in Phil- 
adelphia, four dies for medals of such size, shape, and design as may be de- 
signated by said Washington Monument Association and approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and to have made and struck from said dies at 
said mint such number of medals out of silver or bronze, not toexceed 200,000, 
as may be required by said Washington Monument Association. 

Sc. 2. That the material from which said medals are to be made shall be 
furnished to the Director of the Mint, at the mint in Philadelphia, by and at 
the expense of said Washington Monument Association, and the United 
States shall furnish the material for the said four dies. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. ’ 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 


PUBLIC LANDS AND BUILDINGS IN PORTO RICO, 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I call up a conference re- 
port on the bill (H. R. 14244) authorizing the President to re- 
serve public lands and buildings in the island of Porto Rico for 
public purposes, and granting other public lands and buildings 
to the government of Porto Rico, and I ask unanimous consent 
that = reading of the report be omitted and the statement only 
be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that the statement only be read. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears noné. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House on the di eeing vote of the two 
Houses on the Senate amendments to House bill No. 14244 tfully state 
that the Senate recedes from itsamendments Nos. 4and 7, and that the House 
recedes from its disagreement to Senate amendments Nos. 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, and 8, 
and agrees to the same. 

Amendment No. 4, from which the Senate recedes, provided that the Sec- 
retary of War should make a survey of the harbors of the island of Porto 
Rico with a view of determining what improvements are necessary in the 
interest of commerce and navigation, and that the expense thereof should be 
paid out of the Oe ore riation for surveys of rivers and harbors. 

Amendment No. 7, from which the Senate recedes, provides for the appli- 
cation of the naturalization laws of the United States to the inhabitants of 
Porto Rico and the Philippine Islands. Both of these amendments go out. 

Amendments Nos. 1 and 2, to which the House agrees, are of an immaterial 
character. 

Amendment No. 
leases, and licenses 





. 3 povestee that rights which accrue under contracts, 
e by the United States prior to May 1, 1900, shall not 
be affected by the bill. 


Amendment No. 5 appre riates the sum of $2,000 to be used, under the 
supervision of the United States district judge for Porto Rico, in the pur- 
chase of a law library for the use of the United States district court therein. 
Amendment No. 6 provides that the resident commissioner from Porto 
Rico to the United States shall, in addition to his salary, be allowed his actual 
traveling expenses to and from Porto Rico once each year; and further pro- 
vides that his term of office shall commence on the 4th day of March next suc- 
ceeding his election; and that the term of the present incumbent shall be ex- 
tended until the 8d day of March, 1903. 
Amendment No. 8 amends the title. 
E. D. CRUMPACKER, 
J.G. CANNON, 
J.R. WILLIAMS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report is as follows: 
The committee on conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses | 


on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14244) authorizing the | 
President to reserve public lands and _ buildings in the island of Porto Rico | 
for public uses, and granting other public lands and buildings tothe govern- | 
ment of Porto Rico, having met, after full and free conference, have agreed 

to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4 and 7. 
_ That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate uumbered 1, 2, 3, 5, 6 and 8, and aqzee to the same. 
E. D. CRUMPACKER, 
J.G. CANNON, 
J. R. WILLIAMS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


J. B. FORAKER 
GEO. PEABODY WETMORE, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


me. CRUMPACEER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the report be 
adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Indiana that the report be adopted. 

The question was taken; and the report was adopted. 


CONSTRUING ACTS GRANTING PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the privileged report from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions on Senate resolution No. 8, 
construing the act approved June 27, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act grant- 
ing pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the 
performance of manual labor, and on for pensions to 
widows, minor children, and dependent parents,’ and I ask 
unanimous consent that it may be considered at this time in the 


| act of June 





Houso as in the Committee of the Whole. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unan- | 





imous consent that the conference report he calls up may be con- 
sidered in the House as in the Committee of the Whole. The 
Clerk will first read the resolution. 

The resolution as amended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the act approved June 27, 1890, entitled “An act grant- 
ing pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the perform- 
ance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, 
and dependent parents,” is construed and held to include all persons and the 
widows and minor children of all deceased poten, subject to the limitations 
of said act, who served for ninety days in the military or naval service of the 
United States during the late war of the rebellion, and who have been honor- 
ably discharged therefrom, and section 4716, Revised Statutes United States, 
is amended accordingly: Provided, however, That the foregoing shall not ap- 
ply to those who served in the First, Second, Third, Fourth, Fifth, and Sixth 
regiments United States Volunteer Infantry who had a prior service in the 
Confederate army or navy and who enlisted in said regiments while confined 
as — of war under a stipulation that they were not to be pensionable 
under the laws of the United States, nor to those who, having had such prior 
service, enlisted in the military or naval service of the United States after the 
Ist day of January, 1865. 

Sec. 2. That in the administration of the pension laws any enlisted man of 
the Army, including regulars, volunteers, and militia, or any appointed or 
enlisted man of the Navy or Marine Corps, who was honorably discharged 
from the last contract of service entered into by him during the late war of 
the rebellion, shall be held and considered to have been honorably discharged 
from all similar contracts of service previously entered into by him with the 
United States during said war: Provided, That such enlisted or appointed man 
served not less than six months under said last enlistment or appointment, 
that his entire service under said last enlistment or appointment was faith- 
ful, and that he did not receive by reason of said last enlistment or appoint- 
ment any bounty or tuity other than from the United States in excess of 
that to which he would have been entitled if he had continued to serve faith- 
fully until honorably discharged under any contract of service previously 
entered into by him, either in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps, during the 
war of the rebellion. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like my colleague on the committee to give us an explana- 
tion of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the request for unani- 
mous consent that it be considered in the House as in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to have an explanation of the resolution. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I would state to my colleague 
from Texas that the question is not yet before the House. Under 
the rules of the House the proper procedure is to gointo the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the resolution, but I thought instead of going into 
the Committee of the Whole we would consider it in the House 
as in the Committee of the Whole and thus shorten and simplify 
the consideration. That is the question now—whether we will 
consider it in the House as in the Committee of the Whole. It 
is not a question of unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the resolution, for the resolution is privileged. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Before unanimous consentis given, 
the gentleman asks that the resolution be explained, so that he 
will know whether he will give consent or not. 

Mr. GIBSON. That will be done when we get into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The unanimous consent is to go 
into the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will state to the gentleman that this is a priv- 
ileged question. It does not depend on the unanimous consent of 
the House. We havea right to move to go into the Committee 
of the Whole. Of course it takes a majority vote to go into the 
committee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I understood the Speaker to state 
the proposition that the gentleman asked unanimous consent to 
go into the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has called up a privileged re- 
post which, if anyone objects, must be first considered in the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. He 
has asked unanimous consent that it may be considered in the 
House as in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. The question is on agreeing to the committee amend- 
ments. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like my colleague 
to give us an explanation. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the com- 
mittee amendments, and on that I would like to be heard. _ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is recognized. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I will state to the House that the 
27, 1890, on the subject of pensions, was originally 
intended to include all soldiers who served ninety or more days 
in the Army of the United States during the war of the rebellion 
and received an honorable discharge. When the matter was 
originally presented in the Senate, in 1890, the question was raised 
whether the bill included the men who served a while in the Con- 
federate army and afterwards joined the Army of the United States 
and served faithfully to the end. It was stated by the Senator in 
charge of the bill that it did include those men who served in the 
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Confederate army and afterwards left that army and had a long | I want to ask is whether or not the object and purpose of this 


and honorable service in the Union Army. 


On that statement of facts the bill passed the Senate and the | 


House, and the Commissioner of Pensions for over four years con- 
strued the law to include those men who served a while in the 
Confederate Army and afterwards served ninety or more days in 
the Army of the United States and received an honorable dis- 
charge. But ander Mr. Cleveland’s Administration, by order of 
the Secretary of the Interior, Hoke Smith, the rule of construc- 
tion was changed; and it was held that section 4716 of the Revised 
Statutes cut out the class of men I have referred to. I will read 
that section: 

No money on account of pensions sball be paid to any person, or to the 
widow, children, or heirs of any deceased person, who in any manner volun- 
tarily engaged in or aided or abetted the late rebellion against the authority 
of the United States. 


The Commissioner of Pensions under Mr. Cleveland’s Adminis- 


tration, acting under the orders of Hoke Smith, Secretary of the | 


Interior, held that that section cut out the men who had once 
served in the Confederate Army, notwithstanding a long and hon- 
orable subsequent service in the Federal Army and notwithstand- 
ing the statement made in the Senate when the bill was passed in 
1890 that section 4716 was not “‘ applicable.”’ 

Mr. Speaker, this section, 4716, which I have just read, has 
been repealed as to seven classes of soldiers. It was repealed by 
an act passed on March 9, 1878, as to the widows of those soldiers 
who served in the Revolutionary war. It was repealed by the 
same act as to those ex-Confederates who had served in the war 
of 1812 with England. It was repealed by the act of January 29, 
1887, as to those ex-Confederates who had served in the Mexican 
war, and as to their widows. It was repealed by the act of July 
27, 1892. as to those ex-Confederates who served in the Indian 
wars. It was repealed by the act of April 18, 1900, as to those 
ex-Confederates who served in the Spanish war. It was repealed 
by the act of March 3, 1877, as to those ex-Confederates who in- 
curred a pensionable disability in the United States Army; and 
it was repealed August 1, 1892, as to those ex-Confederates who 
incurred a pensionable disability in the United States Navy; inall, 
seven partial repeals. 

Mr. Speaker, under the law as it stands a man who served sixty 
days in the Mexican war and afterwards served four years in the 
Confederate Army is pensionable, while a man who served one 
day in the Confederate Army, conscript though he may have 
been, who escaped the next day and joined the Union Army the 
third day and served in the Union Army four years, can not draw 
any pension under the act of 1890. Sixty days’ service in the 
Mexican war counts more than four years’ service in the war for 
the Union as the law now stands. 

Not only that, but under the act passed July 27, 


1892, the men 
who served thirty days in the Indian wars and afterwards served 
in the Confederate Army are entitled to pensions, although they 


may have served four years in the Confederate Army. So aman 
who served thirty days in the Indian war is honored more than 
a man who served thirty months in the Army of the United 
States fighting for the preservation of the Union. Mr. Speaker, 
I can see no justice or patriotism in this discrimination, and we 
should wipe it out. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes. 

Mr. KLEBERG. 
remarks, yield to me a few minutes in opposition to the bill? 

Mr. GIBSON. With great pleasure. 


8 


Those who served in the Indian wars are only required to show | 


thirty days’ service. Now, it so happens, Mr. Speaker, that a 


large portion of the men who served in the Indian wars served in | 


the Confederate army, and many of them served for years, yet 
ve have removed the ban from them, although they never served 


a day in the Union Army, and were only required to serve thirty | 
days in an Indian war, most of them engaged in removing the | 


Creeks, Cherokees, and Seminoles from Alabama, Georgia, and 
Florida to the country west of the Mississippi River, now the In- 
dian Territory. 


Yet those of them who served two, three, and four years in the | 


Confederate army are to-day drawing pensions, while the Union 
man caught in Tennessee, or in North Carolina, or in northern 
Georgia, or in northern Alabama, and conscripted into the Con- 


federate army for a week or a month, escaping as soon as he | 


could, often traveling by night in order to join the Federal Army 


200, 300, or 400 miles away, and serving honorably in the Army | 


of the Union all through the war of the rebellion, is barred out, 
is treated no better than if he had served four years in the Con- 
federate army and had never served in the Union Army at all. 
Mr. CANDLER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 
Mr. CANDLER. I want to know the effect of this resolution. 
I could not hear all of the gentleman's remarks. The question 


resolution is to make it possible under the law for aman who 
enlisted in the Confederate Army and served for a while in that 
army,and then afterwards enlisted in the Union Army and served 


| in that Army and got an honorable discharge, to receive a pen- 


sion; whether it is for the purpose of repealing the statute that 
prevents him from receiving a pension and authorizes the Pen. 
sion Bureau to grant him a pension under those circumstances. 

Mr. GIBSON. That is the object of the resolution. 

Mr. CANDLER. That is the entire purpose of the act? 

Mr. GIBSON. The resolution would make the man pension- 
able under the act of 1890. 

Mr. CANDLER. Under the act of 1890? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes; provided he joined the Union Army before 
the 1st of January, 1865. , 

Mr. CANDLER. Prior to January, 1865. 
| not be pensionable? 

Mr. GIBSON. Joining after January 1, 1865, would cut him 
out. Isay that he ought to be in, but the committee have not so 


After that he would 


| reported. 


Mr. CANDLER, One other question. A man dropped from 
the roll for this very reason, because of the fact that he had 
served in the Confederate army, and afterwards enlisted in the 
Union Army, and granted a pension, and dropped from the rolls 
because this fact was discovered—would he be entitled to rein- 
statement under this act? 

Mr. GIBSON. He would be, provided he enlisted in the Union 
Army prior to the 1st of January, 1865. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask my 
friend if under this bill this class of soldiers will be pensionable. 
I will describe them. A man enlisted voluntarily in the Confed- 
erate army, served in that army until near the close of the war, 
when it became evident that the Confederate cause was lost. He 
then deserted from the Confederate army and joined the Union 
Army and served for more than ninety days in the Union Army, 
and, of course, received an honorable discharge. ‘Will this bill 
place upon the pension rolls such a soldier as that? 

Mr. GIBSON. It will not put him upon the pension roll. He 
is cut out. The resolution cuts out all who joined our Army 
as late as January 1, 1865. But I want to say here, so far as I 
am concerned, that I do not think that any discrimination as to 
date of enlistment ought to be putin. I say that any ex-Confeder- 
ate who served in the Federal Army ninety days, made a good 
soldier, and received an honorable discharge should stand on the 
same basis under the law as any other man who served ninety 
days and received an honorable discharge. Where the service is 
the same the reward should be the same. The United States 
gladly accepted these soldiers when they offered to enlist, and 
should treat them all alike. 

Mr. KLEBERG, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Does it include those very men that have 





| served one year in the Union Army which the gentleman from 


Will the gentleman, after the close of his | 


New York confined to ninety days, and would it not include 
them if they served one year before the ist of January? 

Mr. GIBSON. It is possible there may be a few cases of that 
sort, if I understand the gentleman. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there isaclass of ex-Confederates as to whom 
this disability has already been removed. It is the class that 


| served in the Confederate Army, some of them for many months, 


| and then joined the Union Army and incurred disability while 
they were in the Union Army. Now, that kind of a man may 
have served four years in the Confederate Army; he may have 
served in the Confederate Army down to Lee’s surrender; he may 
have surrendered with Lee on the 9th day of April, 1865, and the 
next day joined the Federal Army and incurred disability therein. 
He is now pensionable under the law, although he may have 
| served in the Union Army less than a week; but the Union man, 
| conscripted in Georgia, Alabama, North Carolina, Virginia, or 
| Tennessee, forced into the Confederate Army, escaped the next 
| week, traveling a hundred miles or 500 miles to get to the Union 
Army, joined the Union Army, and served with that Army four 
years, never in hospital, never incurred any wounds or any dis- 
| ease—that man is not pensionable under the laws of the United 
| States. ae. 
Mr. Speaker, is that just? Is it just to draw this discrimina- 
| tion against a man who served so long and so faithfully in the 
Union Army and was so true to the Government and the flag of 
his country, and yet pension men who served years in the Con- 
federate army and never joined the Union Army until Lee sur- 
rendered at Appomattox Court-House, just because they hap- 
pened to incur a disability in our Army? Now I want to _— 
| my friends on the other side that this resolution is a step to strike 
the word ‘‘ disloyalty”’’ from our statute books. . i 
It is a step in that direction, and a very large proportion of the 
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friends of this resolution are on your side. 
in this resolution. A large proportion of the bills presented to 
the Invalid Pensions Committee for relief from section 4716 have 
been introduced by Democratic members, and our committee have 
treated Democrats and Republicans alike in the matter of pen- 
sions. I now yield to the gentleman from Texas. 
time does he wish? 

Mr. KLEBERG. Five minutes. 

Mr. GIBSON. Then I yield five minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Speaker, I crave the attention of the 
House for a few moments to this important bill. As a member 
of the Invalid Pensions Committee I wish to make my protest 
against this bill. I think I have evinced a spirit of willingness 
as long as I have been in this House and on that committee to do 
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How much | 


everything in the world that is reasonable for the old Union | 


soldier. As an old ex-Confederate I stand here more than will- 
ing to do more than justice to the old Union soldier, and to do 


all that is reasonable for the one who took his part in fighting for | 


his country under the Stars and Stripes; but 1 am unwilling to 
offer a prize upon disloyalty. 

[am unwilling that the man who first enlisted in the Confed- 
erate service, and served as a soldier in the Confederate service, 
and then possibly deserted, and, in the language of the gentleman 
from New York, when the thing got too hot, possibly went over 
to the other side and joined the Union Army, should now claim 
pension as Union soldiers. I do not think this great nation ought 
to recognize that kind of a soldier. I stand here as an ex-Con- 
federate, and proud of that record, and also proud of the record 
that was made by the Union soldie1 on the other side. I do not 
want to place a price on disloyalty and pension the man who 
fought a while on the Confederate side, and when the clouds of 
adversity possibly stood over the Confederate cause went over to 
the other side and fought a while on the Union side, and for aught 
we know possibly deserted again and fought again on the Con- 
federate side. 

[ do not believe that this great nation ought to give pensions to 
that class of soldiers. The pension list ought to bea list of honor. 
The soldiers who fought for the nation are entitled to these pen- 
Iam willing to extend them to them and give them all 
reasonable pensions, but when it comes to ex-Confederates who 
fought on both sides, I do not want to give them a prize for dis- 
loyalty. If aman was conscripted, if he went involuntarily into 
the service, give him apensionifhecan showit. We have passed 
pension bills here under such state of facts. 

This law includes all soldiers who went voluntarily or involun- 
tarily into the Confederate service and then deserted to the other 
side and stayed there a while. Now,I do not think that that kind 
of a bill ought to pass, and if this be the last bar or exception, I 
believe in keeping it up. 

Mr. WANGER. Willthe gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. KLEBERG. Certainly. 

Mr. WANGER. What effect, if any, will this have upon the 
class of persons known as professional bounty jumpers? 

Mr. KLEBERG. Well, I suppose it will be very favorable to 
them, and for that reason and for other reasons I am not in favor 
of it. I do not know how many it will help, but I do not believe 
that men should have a pension who have fought on both sides, 
who promised to be loyal to both sides. Such a man can not be 
loyal to either side, and therefore I do not think they ought to 
be recognized. 

Iam perfectly willing to forget everything. Ihave. I amas 
loyal as anybody. I buried the hatchet, and am as loyal a citizen 
now as anybody, and I am proud of it. [Applause.] You might 
just as well, with just as much right, pension me or any other 
Confederate soldier. Pensions are given for loyalty to the United 
States at that time. That is the reason that pensions are given 
to Union Soldiers, and I do not believe their record of honor ought 
to be besmirched by men who have fought, or at least who have 
enlisted on both sides of the cause. [Applause. ] 

Mr. GIBSON. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr, ZENoR]. 

Mr. ZENOR. Mr. Speaker, I very much appreciate the senti- 
ments expressed by my friend from Texas |[Mr. KLEBERG], in 
which he disclaims any feeling of prejudice or animosity toward 
those who were engaged in the service of the Union Army during 
our unpleasantness. But, Mr. Speaker, I think that full justice 
will never be done to all of the soldiers who served in the Union 
Army until this bill is enacted into law: 

On July 14, I believe it was, 1852, the Congress of the United 
‘tates enacted section 4716. This is the section that imposes dis- 
abuities upon those who served in the Confederate army and who 
subsequently joined and served in the Union Army, and who are 
cut off from the benefits of the act pf 1890, the law imposing the 
disabilities, as inthe section just read by my friend from Ten- 
nessee [Mr, Grsson], upon all soldiers who had a short or a long 
period of service in the Confederate army and subsequently joined 


sions. 
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There are no politics | the Union Army, even though they were wounded in battle or in- 


curred disabilities in the line of duty. 

The first act of Congress recognizing the justice of this class 
of men that joined the Confederate army, whether through fear 
or patriotic motives, or otherwise, subsequently and shortly there- 
after joined the Union Army, and served three or nearly five 
years, almost the entire period of the war. The Pension Bureau 
recognized the justice of the claims of this class of men who had 
first enlisted in the Confederate service but subsequently joined 
the Union Army and served two or three years, and were wounded 
in battle or incurred disabilities, that they could not receive a 
pension at the hands of the Government. The first act of Con- 
gress passed thereafter was to remove disabilities from all soldiers 
who had Confederate service but subsequently joined the Union 
Army and were wounded in battle and incurred disabilities in 
the line of duty. That will apply only to those who served in the 
Army in the first instance by enabling that class of meritorious 
soldiers to obtain benefits from the pension laws of this country. 

It was subsequently discovered that that law was not broad 
enough to include those who had enlisted in the Navy. So Con- 
gress subsequently enacted another statute removing this disabil- 
ity from those who had enlisted in the Navy and had incurred 
disability in the line of duty. Subsequently, recognizing the jus- 
tice to many old soldiers who served throughout the war in the 
Union Army, and those who had served in the war of 1812, and 
those who had served in the Mexican war of 1846, acts of Congress 
were enacted removing all the disabilities incurred by reason of 
a long period of service in the Confederate Army, though many 
of those soldiers did not serve the entire period of Confederate 
service. Some of the old Mexican veterans enlisted in that war 
and served throughout. All these disabilities have been removed. 

There are no disabilities imposed to-day by any statute on the 
statute book upon the old soldiers who served in the Union Army 
who can not get the benefit of the provisions of the act of 1890, 
except those who have, some of them, had a short Confederate 
service, some of them a little longer service; but all of those who 
failed to enlist in the Union Army, who failed to have service in 
the Union Army for three months, and received an honorable 
discharge, are excluded under the provisions of this act. No sol- 
dier who enlisted after January 1, 1865, is entitled to the benefit 
of the provisions in the act of June 27, 1890. 

I say, therefore, that the bill applies to a meritorious class of 
soldiers. There are not many of this class in the country at pres- 
ent. About four years ago the Commissioner of Pensions in his 
report stated that there were not exceeding 1,000 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GIBSON. I give the gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. ZENOR. Mr. Speaker, 800 or 900 of these old soldiers 
would receive the benefit of this bill if enacted. The bill has 
been indorsed by the Commissioner of Pensions. In fact. it has 
been indorsed by several Commissioners of Pensions. To-day 
there are, perhaps, not more than six or seven hundred living who 
would receive the benefit of this bill if enacted into law. 

In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, there are many of those men, 
as I have said, who have had a long period of service in the Union 
Army, Some of them to-day are in such a condition that but for 
the aid of charity they would be in the poorhouses. In my own 
district I know one man who, if not supported by charity, would 
be there. He had a Confederate service of about eight months. 
When the war broke out, while an apprentice boy at the city of 
Nashville, he was pressed into the Confederate service, as he says. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GIBSON. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed, there being on a division (called 
for by Mr. KLEBERG)—ayes 97, noes 19. 

On motion of Mr. GIBSON, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 

By unanimous consent, the title of the joint resolution was 
amended so as to read: “Joint resolution construing the act ap- 
proved June 27, 1890, entitled ‘An act granting pensions to sol- 
diers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance ot 
manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor 
children, and dependent parents,’ and for other purposes. 





MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States was com- 
municated to the House by Mr. Barnes, one of his secretaries, 
who announced that the President had on the following dates 
approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

On June 30, 1902: 

H. R. 12804. An act making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903; 

H. R. 10279. An act to pay the claim of Stephen B. Halsey; 
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H. R. 621. An act for the relief of Daniel Cherry; 

H. R. 12205. An act to provide for circuit and district courts of | 
the United States at Valdosta, Ga.; 

H. R. 8108. An act for the relief of John Hornick; 

H. R. 2978. An act for the relief of Joseph H. Penny, John W. | 
Penny, Thomas Penny, and Harvey Penny, surviving partners of | 
Penny. & Sons; 

H. R. 12648. An act to establish a regular term of United States 
district court in Roanoke City, Va., and for other purposes; 
H. R. 8586. An act amending the act of March 2, 1901, entitled 
‘‘An act to carry into effect the stipulations of Article VII of the | 
treaty between the United States and Spain, concluded on the 10th 

day of December, 1898;”’ 

H. R. 2063. An act amending an act creating the middle dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania; 

H. R. 2066. An act to change the terms of the district court for 
the eastern district of Pennsylvania; 

H. J. Res. 6. Joint resolution in relation to monument to prison- | 
ship martyrs at Fort Greene, Brooklyn, N. Y.; 

H. J. Res. 182. Joint resolution authorizing the Director of the 
Census to compile statistics relating to irrigation; and 

H. J. Res. 198. Joint resolution giving authority to the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to make special regulations 
for the occasion of the thirty-sixth national encampment of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, to be held in the District of Colum- 
bia in the month of October, 1902, and for other purposes incident 
to said encampment. 

On July 1, 1902: 

H. R. 2494. Anact for the allowance of certain claims reported 
by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Depart- | 
ment; 

H. R. 14019. An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 12086. An act to extend the time for the constraction of | 
the East Washington Heights Traction Railroad Company; 

H. R. 11400. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act in rela- | 
tion to taxes and tax sales in the District of Columbia,’’ approved 
February 28, 1898; 

H. R. 2641. An act for the relief of Albion Christie; 

H. R. 15270. An act to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act author- | 
izing the Aransas Harbor Terminal Railway Company to con- 
struct a bridge across the Corpus Christi Channel, known as the 
Morris and Cummings ship channel, in Aransas County, Tex.;”’ 

H. R. 367. An act for the relief of Angus A. McPhee; 

H. R. 3690. An act for the relief of Jacob L. Hanger; 

H. R. 97. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish 
certificates in lieu of lost or destroyed discharges; 
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H. R. 5809. An act for the further distribution of the reports of | 


the Supreme Court, and for other purposes; 


H. R. 8327. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the | 


protection of the lives of miners in the Territories; *’ 
H. R. 9960. An act to prevent a false branding or marking of 


food and dairy products as to the State or Territory in which | 


they are made or produced; 


H. R. 11656. An act to incorporate the Society of the Army of | 


Santiago de Cuba; 
Hi. R. 11987. An act relating to transportation of dutiable mer- 


chandise at subports of Tacoma and Seattle, State of Washington; | 
| J. McArthur: 


H. R. 12597. An act to accept, ratify, and confirm a proposed 


agreement submitted by the Kansas or Kaw Indians of Oklahoma, | 
| ‘ 
A. Scott; 


and for other purposes; 

H. Rk. 13172. An act to ratify and confirm an agreement with 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and for other pur- 

yoses; 

H. R. 
settlers on the Navajo Indian Reservation, Territory of Arizona; 

H. R. 14082. An act to provide for the construction of a bridge 
by the Duluth, Pierre and Black Hills Railroad Company across 
the Missouri River at Pierre, 8. Dak.; 

H. R. 15003. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
by the New York, Chicago and St. Louis Railroad Company and 
the Chicago and Erie Railroad Company across the Calumet 
River at or near the city of Hammond, Ind., at a point about 
1,200 feet east of the Indiana and Illinois State line and about 
100 feet east of the location of the present bridge of the New 
York, Chicago and St. Louis Railroad Company across said river; 
also to authorize the construction of a bridge by the Chicago and 
State Line Railroad Company across said river at the point where 
said company’s railroad crosses said river in Hyde Park Town- 


ship, Chicago, Ill., being at the location of the present bridge of | Mr. Cannon, anil Mir, Sacmranienaie an eee Se ihe commit- 


said company across said river in said township; 

H. R. 15108. An act making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, 
an? for prior years, aad for other purposes; 

H. R. 1456. An act granting a pension to William G. Miller; 


i 


3875. An act authorizing the adjustment of rights of | 
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H. R. 3323. An act granting a pension to Daniel L. Mallicoat; 
H. R. 6005. An act granting a pension to James A. Chalfant; 
H. R. 6009. An act granting a pension to Absolum Maynard; 
H. R. 8644. An act granting a pension to John W. Thomas; 
H. R. 10856. An act granting a pension to Jacob Findley; 

H. R. 11171. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Nalley; 
H. R. 12299. An act granting a pension to William C. Roberts: 
H. R. 13598. An act granting a pension to John J. Southerland; 
H. R. 14206. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Moore; 

H. R. 14234. An act granting a pension to John Williamson; 
H. R. 6031. An act authorizing the payment of part of the pen- 


ward to Adell Augusta Steward; 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 


sion of Ira Ste 

H. R. 2487. 
S. Hosack; 

H. R. 3500. 
Phillips; 

H. R, 3519. 
Marble: 

H. R. 4170. 
Macloon: 

H. R, 5315. 
Wells; 

H. R. 6871. 
Scramlin; 

H. R. 7013. 
Freeman; 

H. R. 8840. 
Lauchly; 

H. R. 9187. An act granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
A. Hammond; 
e oe R. 9308. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin P. 

onrson; 

H. R. 10178. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


An act granting an increase of pension to Kate O. 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 
An act granting an increase of pension to Henry P. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Orrin J. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Harmon 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jason F. 


An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 


| Thomas; 


H. R. 10321. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 


| A. Phelps; 


H. R. 10824. An act granting an increase of pension to George 


| F. Bump; 


H. R. 10964 
M. Beebe; 

H. R. 12026 
W. Small; 

H. R. 12056. An act granting an increase of pension to Warren 
C. Plummer; 

H. R. 12284. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Shaw; 

H. R. 12507. An act granting an incrcase of pension to Ebene- 
zer W. Oakley; 

H. R. 12549. An act granting an increase of pension to Ransom 
Simmons; 

H. R. 12800. An act granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
N. Whitbeck; 

H. R. 14042. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Edgington; 

H. R. 14182. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
B. Lynch; 

H. R. 14208. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Murdock; 

H. R. 14221. An act granting an increase of pension to Nancy 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Baley 


H. R. 14656. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


H. R. 12977. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
L. Church; 

H. R. 13617. An act granting an increase of pension to Anne M. 
Luman; 

H. R. 7105. An act granting an’ increase of pension to Silas 
Stotts; and 

H. R. 14087. An act granting a pension to Lizzie Dunlap. 

NOTIFICATION OF ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. PAYNE. I offer for present consideration the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a committes of three members be appointed by the Chair, 
to join a similar committee appointed by the Senate, to wait upon the Prest- 
dent of the United States and inform him that the two Houses have com- 
pleted the business of the present session and are ready to adjourn, unless 
the President has some other communication to make to them. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 


| adopted. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. PAyY®, 


tee on the part of the House under the resolution just adopted. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
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committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill of the Senate 
(S. 2295) temporarily to provide for the administration of the 
affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and for other 
yurposes. 

, The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 


the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill | 


(H. R. 14046) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment a bill of the following title: 


H. R. 15258. An act authorizing Anton Brucken to construct | business as are necessary for the proper investigation and consideration of 


locks and dams in Pond River, in the State of Kentucky, and to 
give the consent of Congress thereto. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 8) construing the act approved June 27, 1890, en- 
titled ‘‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are 
incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and providing 
for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents.”’ 


ARBITRATION OF LABOR CONTROVERSIES. 


Mr. McDERMOTT. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 15157) to authorize the eee eee of boards of investigation 
and arbitration, and to define their powers and duties. 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the President of the United States shall 
be informed, by petition or otherwise, that there exists in any State or States 
of the United States a dispute between any Cupmrer and employees, engaged 
in anv business affecting commerce between the States, it shall be lawful for 
him. if he shall deem such action necessary and expedient, to appoint a board 
of investigation and arbitration to investigate the matters in difference be- 
tween such employer and employees, and to make report thereon. The re- 

sort of such board shall be made to the President, and shall be accompanied 
S the evidence taken during such investigation, and shall (together with all 
other things which the board, or ant member thereof, may decide to report) 
include full statements upon the following points, namely: 

First. A comprehensive account of the matters in dispute between the 
parties concerned. , 

Second. An account, in detail, of the wages offered to such employees, 
and of the cost of living in the locality in which they reside. 

Third. If the employer is a corporation, a statement of its funded and 
floating debt, stock (authorized, and issued and outstanding), assets, caree, 
profits during the five years immediately pians such investigation, 
dividends earned or paid, a true valuation of the tangible ery of the 
corporation (which shall, when practicable, be based upon the cost of repro- 
duction), and the value of all franchises owned or controlled by such corpo- 
ration. 

Fourth. The opinion of each member of the board upon the justice of the 
demands and claims made by each party to the dispute, and the recommen- 
dation of each member of the proper course to be pursued by each party. 

The existence of each board shall terminate with the filing of its final 
report upon the matter referred to it. 

Src. 2. That each board of investigation and arbitration shall be composed 
of seven members. If an employer concerned in such ae shall designate 
a person whom he desires appointed to such board, the ident shall ap- 
point the person so designated. If the employees shall (either by the action 
of a majority of them, taken at a meeting or meetings called for that pur- 
pose, or through the officers of any labor organization of which a majority of 
such employeesare members) designate a person whom — desire appointed 
to such board, the President shall appoint the person so desi ted. Such 
designation shall be made only upon request made by the sident. If 
either or both parties to any dispute shall not, when requested so to do, des- 
ignate a person to be ap Jn to such board, the President shall fill the 
vacancy caused by such failure to designate. Each of the members of such 
board shall, before entering upon his duties, take and subscribe to an oath or 
aflirmation that he will faithfully and impartially examine the matters in dis- 
pute and make report in qaseraanae with the provisions of this act, which 
oaths or affirmations shall be annexed to the report of such board. 

Sto. 3. That each board shall hold its first meeting at such time and place 
as shall be designated by the President, and shall determine the rules of its 
proceedings ont appoint such officers and agents as may be necessary for the 
transaction of its business. It shall be lawful for any district court of the 
United States, upon application for that purpose made by the chairman or 
any member of such board, to issue process to compel the attendance of wit- 
hesses to give evidence and the production of books and papers before such 
board, Disobedience to such process shall be adjudged a contempt of the 
court issuing the same. The board shall summon as a witness any person 
whose sat ee is desired by any member of the board, and each party to 
any dispute shall be entitled to be represented. by counsel, who may examine 
Witnesses and present printed arguments under such rules as may be made 
by the board, Witnesses shall be entitled to the same fees that are provided 
for witnesses attending a district court of the United States. 

Src. 4. That each board shall conclude the taking of testimony within 
twenty days after its first meeting, and shall report to the President within 
five days after the testimony is closed: Provided, That the President may ex- 
ees | me time within which testimony may be taken upon application of said 

Src. 5. That if, after the apointment of said board, the 
pute between employer and employees shall desire to end such dispute by 
th bitration it shall be lawful for them to submit all matters in difference to 
the arbitration of such board, which submission shall be made under such 
rules as may be adopted by the board. Upon the submission of any matter 
in dispute, as authorized by this section, the board shall consider the testi- 
mony offered by the parties and shall give judgment upon all matters sub- 
mitted. Eaeh side to any dispute thus submitted shall be represented by 
counsel, and @ copy of the findings of the board shall be served upon the 
ae ‘lof the respective parties within ten days after the closing of testi- 
th Breet reapers of all proceedings had under this section shall be made to 
“eC. 6. That oaths and affirmations shall be administered by the chairman 
“rk of the board, and any person who shall testify falsely shall be deemed 
) of perjury. The term “employer” as used in thisact shall be held to 


rties to any dis- 


or 
g 


| of whom are; change the word 
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include Pe pe iy “association,” “company,” and “corporation” as 
fully as if each of said terms had been herein expressed in each place where 
the term “employer” is used. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 

Amend section 1, line 5, by inserting after the word “dispute,” the follow- 


- connection with which a strike or lockout has occurred or is threat- 
ened.” 


Same section, line 6, insert after the word “employees” the words “either 
“any” to “the; strike out the word “af- 
fecting ” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ of interstate or foreign.” 
Same section, line 7, strike out the words “ between the States.’ 
Section 1, page 2, insert instead of lines 8 to 15, inclusive, the following: 
“Third. The investigation of the business carried on by the employer shall 
cover such period of time and such of the operations and resources of such 


the questions involved in any threatened or accomplished strike or lockout.” 

Add to section 1, page 2, line 21, the following: 

“The members of said board shall each receive $10 tor each day that he is 
actually engaged in the are of any duties prescribable by this act. 
All expenses of the board shall be allowed and paid on the presentation of 
itemized vouchers therefor approved by the chairman of the board.” 

Amend section 2. page 2, line 23, by changing the word “seven” to “ five,” 
after the word “ of.” 

Add to section 6, page 5: 

“No person shall be prosecuted or subject to any penalty or forfeiture for 
or on account of any transaction, matter, or thing concerning which he may 
testify or produce evidence, documentary or otherwise, before said board or 
in obedience to its subpoena.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Reserving the right to object, I 
desire to ask the gentleman from New Jersey, as this bill seems 
to cover the entire field of dispute between employer and em- 
ployees, what requests the gentleman has had coming to him or to 
the Committee on Labor from labor organizations for this legis- 
lation? 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, the bill may be said to have 
evolved itself out of the necessity of the conditions existing in 
this country. The bill does not come before Congress as an offi- 
cial request from labor organizations or from employers, but is 
the result of some study that I have given to the question how 
disputes between both these parties may be settled. I would not 
introduce a bill badged. if I may use the expression, with the au- 
thority of either side. I have desired to draw and present a bill 
that will be perfectly fair to both. There can not be any objec- 
tion on the part of labor organizations to this bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gen- 
tleman when the bill was reported? 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Oh, two or three days ago. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman recognizes that 
in an hour and a half we will adjourn the session, by virtue of 
the resolution already adopted, and I wanted to know whether 
the labor organizations had not been consulted or whether they 
have criticised the bill to his knowledge. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Lhave not asked the criticism of anybody, 
except one concerned in the forum where the bill is presented. 
If there is objection and we adjourn in an hour and a half, they 
will have in another forum the right to present objections to it. 
With somewhat of a knowledge of the necessities of labor organi- 
zations and somewhat of a knowledge of the eonditions that now 
exist in this country, and asa result of somewhat of study as to 
what should be done under those conditions, I have presented 
this bill. Of course it can not become a law without their hav- 
ing an opportunity to object to it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman recognizes the 
absolute impossibility of giving any large consideration to it, and 
I only desire to have it stated on the floor as to whether the labor 
organizations were asking for this legislation. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. No; they are not. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Yes. 

Mr.SULZER. AsI understand, this bill does not provide in 
any way for compulsory arbitration. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Not at all. 

Mr. SULZER. There can not be any objection to this bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I have presented no objection. 
I wanted to make the inquiry. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. I will explain the bill in one moment. I 
think there should be power in the President, when requested to 
do so, to appoint a board of arbitration. This bill provides that 
wherever there is a lockout or a threat of a lockout or a dispute 
between employers and employees affecting interstate commerce, 
the President, either on his own motion or on a request made te 
him may appoint a board of five. : 

Two of the members of that board are to be nominated, one by 
the employers, one by the employees, who may be represented by 
alabor union. The five thus appointed are to investigate the con- 
ditions between the employers and the employees, and they are 
to report to the President of the United States a comprehensive 
account of the matters in dispute between the parties concerned. 
Second, an account in detail of the wages offered to the employees 
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and of the cost of living in the locality where they reside is 
to be reported. Third, they are to investigate relations between 
employers and employees for such time as they may determine, 
and fourth, they are to report the opinion of each member of the 
board upon the justness of the demands and claims made by each 
party to the dispute, and the recommendation of each member 
of the board as to the course to be pursued by each party. 

Now, I have provided that every member of that board shall 
make a report of what he considers should be the course pursued 
by each of the parties to the dispute. Of course under our Con- 
stitution it is absolutely impossible to give this finding any judi- 
cial force. It is impossible to follow it up, but where you have 
a board representing employer and employee and the nation, and 
that board reports to the President, then you have it in the forum 
of public opinion to determine on the truth of the difference be- 
tween capital and labor, and the side that is wrong will have to 
yicld to public opinion. 

The condition in this country is one not affecting the miners em- 
ployed in the coal fields, but affecting the employment of millions 
of men in every city in this country, affecting them here within | 
the city of Washington to such an extent that in twenty days from 
this moment it will be impossible to carry on any business of 
transportation within this city, because coal is absolutely unob- 
tainable, and there are not 10,000 tons within the District of 
Columbia. Soft coal is selling to-day in this District for more 
than $5 a ton, and even at that price it is impossible to obtain it; 
and it was simply because of my relations to interests that must 
have coal in order to supply power that I was led to draw this | 
bill, a bill that I think perfectly safe in its provisions. 

Now, the title of the bill indicates that it is a bill not only of 
investigation, but that it is a bill of arbitration. You can not 
force arbitration, but the last section of this bill provides that if 
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Mr. COUSINS. I should like to have this report read. 

The SPEAKER. The report has been disposed of. It has been 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ESCH. Mr. Speaker 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recognized, 

Mr. ESCH. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration 

Mr. COUSINS. Oh, no, Mr. Speaker, a high privilege is not 
disposed of in that way. 

The SPEAKER. The report was made and referred to the 
House Calendar with the knowledge and consent of the House. 
No one objected. 

Mr. COUSINS. Then it is privileged to be called up at any 
time. No motion was made to reconsider. ; 

Mr. DALZELL. There is no disposition 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that it is privileged to bo 
called up if desired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
tion is recommended. 

The SPEAKER. There is no recommendation accompanying 
the report. All that has been done so far as the report is con- 
cerned is to put it on the Calendar, but the Chair thinks it can be 
called up if the gentleman desires to call it up. 

Mr. COUSINS. I think it ought to have respectful considera- 











I suggest that no legisla- 


tion. 

The SPEAKER. Whatis the gentleman's pleasure in regard 
to it? 

Mr. COUSINS. Well, I will call it up at the pleasure of the 
Speaker. 


The SPEAKER. Some motion must be made. There is no 
recommendation in the report. 


Mr. COUSINS. No motion has been made to reconsider and 


in the course of the investigation of the dispute between employer | lay on the table? 


and employee both sides desire to turn this board into a board 
of arbitration, they shall have the power todo so. Now, thejudg- 
ment of that board of arbitration in a matter affecting interstate 
commerce would be nil, it would have no judicial force, but it 
would nevertheless be a judgment rendered in the forum of pub- 
lic opinion, and where you have one or two employers on one side 
and two or three hundred thousand employees on the other side, 
that is the only forum in which you can get a judgment that 
amounts to anything. 


177 
ya 


The SPEAKER. It is not necessary that that be done. 

Mr. COUSINS. I move to reconsider the motion by which i 

vas referred to the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. There was no motion of that kind made, 
No motion was made with respect to this. 

Mr. COUSINS. Well, it is a privileged report, anyway. 

The SPEAKER. It is a privileged report. 

Mr. COUSINS. The highest privilege that is known. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated to the gentleman that 


The design of creating the board was not to createa permanent | it may be called up from the House Calendar for consideration, 


bureau, and therefore every dispute is to be referred to a separate 
board. The life of the board expires with the investigation of 
the particular matter referred to it by the President. I do not 
mean to say that there may not be raised hundreds of objections 
to any scheme that looks to propositions of investigation of dis- 
putes between employer and employee; but I believe that it is 
proper for the nation, affected as it is from Maine to California by 
some of these labor agitations and disputes, to provide a forum in 
which the great judge of public opinion may be invited to sit; 
and he having rendered his judgment, I believe that judgment 
will be as effective as the ordinary judgment given in cases of 
arbitration where meighbor and neighbor dispute. 

Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania. I object to the consideration of 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BuRK]. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. I move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize anyone to sus- 
pend the rules at this late hour. 


DANISH WEST INDIA ISLANDS PURCHASE, 


Mr. DALZELL. I submit a report of the select committee to 
investigate the facts connected with the purchase of the Danish 
West India Islands. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
ZELL] submits a privileged report. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, a large portion of the report 
consi f a recital of the charges and of the testimony, and un- 
less the House is desirous of having it all read I suggest that the 
substance of the report is contained in what I have marked on 
pages 1, 2, and 7. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that none of it ought to be 
read, and certainly there is no time to read it. The Chair sug- 
gests that it be read by its title. printed as a House document, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House. The Clerk will 
read the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Report of the Special Committee to Investigate the Facts Connected with 
the Purchase of the Danish West India Islands. 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Speaker—— 

: The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
owa riser 
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Mr. COUSINS. At any time? 

The SPEAKER. At any time; but there is no recommenda- 
tion in this, nothing but a cool statement of facts in the report. 

Mr. COUSINS. I move to take it up now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman hasa right to do that. 
has a right to call it up. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I presume if it is taken up 
it is for debate, and of course the time will be equally divided. 
We desire to be heard. 

TheSPEAKER. That is all the use that can be made of it—for 
debate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no legislation in 

If it is to be debated, we desire half the time, of course. 

Mr. COUSINS. What time does the gentleman desire: 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not want any, unless 
you take time, and then that I have the same time. 

| Mr. COUSINS. Oh, well, what is the hour of adjournment, 
| Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Five-thirty is the hour fixed upon by the 
The gentleman has a 


He 


7 
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it. 


| Congress for adjournment of this session. 
right to an hour. 

Mr. COUSINS. All right. I want to yield to the gentleman 
| from Tennessee whatever is reasonable. ; 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Hi 
take a recess for one hour. 

Mr. MANN. I raise the question of consideration. _ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois raises the ques- 
tion of consideration. That is unquestionably the right of the 
gentleman from Illinois. a 

Mr. COUSINS. A question of the highest privilege puts tus 
report before this House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules that point. The 1 
has the right to raise the question of consideration on this propo 
sition. A 

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the question of consideration. a 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw his demanc: 

Mr. MANN. Ido. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
this measure. ; i. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia renews the 
question of consideration. - 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Pending that,I move that the House 
take a recess for one hour, 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on consideration. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I withdraw the question of consideration. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Tennessee address the Chair? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to ask as a parlia- 
mentary inquiry as to what is to be considered. The question of 
consideration has been suggested. " 

The SPEAKER. The question is the matter before the House, 
but the gentleman from Alabama moves to take a recess for one 
hour. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, I will not object. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, it is evident that no busi- 
ness will be transacted, as the House is not ina humor to, and 
an hour will give us time to hear the report of the committee. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’ | 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama that the House take a recess for one hour. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Division. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 32, noes J01. 

So the House refused to take a recess. 

Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I desire to with- 
draw my objection to the consideration of the bill H. R. 15157. 

The SPEAKER. That is not before the House. A matter of 
higher privilege is before the House. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman desire 
to address the Chair? 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
sideration on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the question of 
consideration, and the gentleman from Iowa is recognized, and 
will proceed. 

Mr. SULZER. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it, 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. A parliamentary inquiry is pending. 

Mr. SULZER. As I understand the situation, this matter was 
referred to the Calendar and ordered to be printed as a House 
document. If that is so, it seems to me that the matter can not 
be brought up by the gentleman from Iowa in this way at this 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The matter is of high privilege, and can be 
called up from the Calendar by the gentleman from Iowa. There 
is no question about that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to know if the time 
is to be equally divided. I am perfectly willing to discuss this 
matter, but I do insist that we should have the time equally 
divided upon the discussion. 

Mr. COUSINS. Very well; that will suit me exactly. How 
much time do you want? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 

Mr. COUSINS. How much? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
you are going to use. 

Mr. COUSINS. Well, how much would the gentleman desire? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I wantexactly the time that 
the gentleman from Iowa uses. 

Mr. COUSINS. Indicate how much you would like. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the gentleman will indi- 
cate how long he will occupy the floor. 

Mr. COUSINS. You brought this before the House. 
much time do you think ought to be given? 
five or thirty minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want as much as you use. 
_Mr. COUSINS. The gentleman is very liberal. I yield twenty- 
five minutes to the gentleman, and if the gentleman wishes to say 








I desire to withdraw my question of con- 


A parliamentary inquiry, 


The same time as you use. 


I do not know how much 


I will say twenty- 


anything in regard to it, I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee | 


first. [Great langhter. ] 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee. 
2 a RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have no desire to occupy 
ue Toor, 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to reserve his time? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes; I reserve my time. 
Mr. COUSINS. Now, Mr. Speaker 





The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa reserve his | 


time? [Great laughter. ] 


Mr. COUSINS. Not at all. 
The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from Iowa is recognized. | 
Mr. COUSINS. The gentleman reserved his time. Of course, 
they want to use their time, they must use it now; for I have 


if 
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| serious thought. 


| refrigerator. 


How | 


Viso 


et 


the right to close. 
said now. 

The SPEAKER. The only certainty is that the gentleman 
from Iowa | Mr. Covustns] has an hour, of which he has yielded 
twenty-five minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON], which the gentleman wishes to reserve. In that state 
of the case the gentleman from Iowa can proceed and use the en- 
tire hour if he desires. [Laughter. | 

Mr. COUSINS. Except for the extraordinary character of this 
so-called ‘‘report’’ of Mr. W. Christmas Dirckinck Holmfeldt, 
authentically vouched for and solemnly spread upon the records 
of Congress some three months ago by the honorable gentleman 
from Tennessee (assisted by the honorable gentleman from Ala- 
bama), the whole matter might be passed without a moment’s 
But there are features of the fiasco so attractive 
that we tarry with them. Sometimes the ridiculous becomes so 
interesting that it deserves registration, and when skillfully mixed 


If they have anything to say at all it must be 


| with a showing of seriousness and solemnity it is almost unavoid- 


able. 

During the brief moments that elapsed while this extraordinary 
Christmas present was being so dramatically flashed upon the 
attention of the House on the morning of March 27 by the honor- 
able gentleman from Tennessee (assisted by the honorable gen- 
tleman from Alabama) there was neither time to read it nor to 
hear itread. It was placed before the House in such serious and 


| sudden fashion and with such gravity of charges against Con- 


gress and the press that, although some thought it would be wiser 
to let it cool until morning, it was carried by its own furious im- 
petus and by the apparent anxiety of its proposers to an order of 


| investigation. 


There are some things that will not keep over night, even in a 
This piece of putrid libel had to be used that very 
day or its own stench would have probably offended the nostrils 
even of its custodians before the next morning, and would have 
remained on their hands a useless, nauseous screed of miserable 
and ignominious defamation. It had already been dead a long 
while, the press refusing to handle or revive it, and by the special 
request of its general agent, Gron, an autopsy having been held 
upon it by that eminent and skillful surgeon, Dr. GROSVENOR, of 
Ohio, who expressed the opinion that no one would ever bite at 
it. But finally, after begging all that time for recognition, it 


| was taken in from the Demoeratic doorstep just three days too 


soon. It should have been more appropriately discovered on the 
ist of April. 

As soon as it was printed the country smiled and went about its 
business. The papers gave it a parting shot and Congress had it 
on its hands and embalmed forever in its record. If the mem- 
bers could have read it before taking action, they probably would 
have thrown it into the sewer, where it belongs. 

Instead of inviting any sort of credulity when it was read, it 
produced amusement and amazement. One began to think at 
| once of all the foolish and extravagant hyperbole that he had 
| ever read. The tales of Baron Munchausen are reasonable com- 
| pared with this. The stories of crusaders and the necromancers 
and the alchemists and fortune tellers and the magnetizers be- 
come dull reading. Jack the Giant Killer and the fairies are 
outdone. All the magicians from Geber and Alfarabi down to 
Valentine Greatraks and Cagliostro are now in the shade since 
Christmas has been respectably vouched for. One involuntarily 
exclaims, as an old neighbor of mine used to do when he tried to 
avoid swearing, ‘‘ Gemini Christmas! ”’ 

When we contemplate what this strange person claims to have 
done on credit and possibly with a dollar and seventy-five or 
eighty cents in cash, truly we may say that no one need abandon 
hope because of poverty. Think of it; according to the story, 
this outcast from the Danish navy, landing in a strange country, 
not even deputed or authorized by his own, at once commanded 
bankers, skilled interpreters, lawyers, capitalists, press associa- 
tions, investors, intimate friends of men in power, Representa- 
tives, Senators, diplomats, premiers, presidents; claims to have 
secured unlimited credit with which, in his own imagination and 
| in actual penury, he bribed a great nation, wined and dined asso- 
ciates that were his dupes, traveled to and fro in elegant apart- 
ments, stopping at the best hotels and peddling, meantime, the 
islands of the sea—dickering in little worlds! No wonder that 
| his fiction captured the innocent and susceptible gentleman from 
Tennessee. It reminds one of that famous description of Talley- 
rand: ‘‘ Like a spider in its web, he allured and caught in suc- 
cession heroes, thinkers, great men, conquerors, kings, princes, 
emperors—Bonaparte, Sieyes, Madame de Staél, Chateaubriand, 
Benjamin Constant, Alexander of Russia, William of Prussia, 
Francis of Austria, Louis XIV, Louis Philippe—all the gilded and 
glittering flies who buzzed through the history of forty years.” 

Considering where he stood and the difficulties under which he 
| labored, Mr. W. V. Christmas Dirckinck Holmfeldt appears to 
‘be about the most illustrious dealer in men and real estate of 
a 
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fifteenth century who performed some wonders, hardly compara- 
ble with the alleged feats of Christmas, although his name was 
even longer—Aureolus Theophrastus Bombastes Paracelus Ho- 
henheim. He was not a dealer in land, but in water. He was 
possessed in his imagination of the elixir vite. He performed 
in Prussia, Austria, Egypt, and other countries. and he, too, 
claimed certain influential and powerful friends. He could, ina 
hard pull, invoke *“‘a whole army of demons,’’ and he had one 
spirit friend called ‘‘Azoth,’’ but he never succeeded in getting 
unlimited credit at a great bank and was obliged to spend con- 
siderable of his time ‘* prescribing remedies for cows and pigs.”’ 

There is no record that he ever secured any Congressional in- 
dorsement. Then there was anoth»r person by the name of Jo- 
seph Francis Borri, who lived in the early part of the seventeenth 
century, and who claimed that he in some way obtained posses- 
sion of the philosopher’s stone. He, lixe Christmas, performed 
a while at Copenhagen, and it is said of him that, having more 
enemies than friends in Copenhagan, he sought an asylum in an- 
other country. Like Christmas, he, too, claimed to command 
certain influential friends. He had the aid of the angelic hosts 
and especially of the Archangel Michael, but with all his polit- 
ical and diplomatic seductiveness and power he never claimed to 
have landed anything so important as a brace of Senators or any- 
one like our old friend GARDNER, of New Jersey. It is said he 
borrowed money wherever he could get it, and finally died in the 
prison of St. Angelo in 1695. 

But the one character in all history who approaches nearest to 


the similitude and accomplishments of Christmas was Dr. Dee, of | 


London. He flourished about the middle of the sixteenth century. 
He dealt in astrology, philosophers’ stones, and the elixir of life. 
He did business on a large scale and, like Christmas, had a part- 
ner, with whom he finally fell out. He also claimed some friendly 
spirits, and on one occasion he wrote a document purporting to 
relate what the spirits said to him, and that document is said to 
be among the Harleian manuscripts in the British Museum, en- 
titled **A true and faithful relation of what passed between Dr. 
John Dee and some spirits; tending, had it succeeded, toa general 
alteration of most States and Kingdoms of the world.’’ 

It would seem almost as though he, too, had been dealing in 
islands. There is no record that Dr. Dee’s report or document 
was ever vouched for or recorded in the House of Commons or of 
Lords. but there is strong evidence that at one time he worked 
‘** Good Queen Bess ’’ for £20 through the Earl of Leicester, and 
for other sums at divers and sundry times. He got the best of 
Count Laski, of Poland, and after sponging his board and lodg- 
ing from Emperor Rudolph for a considerable time, finally de- 
generated to the position of an ordinary fortune teller at Mort- 
lake. This soundssolike Mr. Christmas’s experience with Hansen 
and others that it almost seems worthy of the attention of the 
gentleman from Tennessee. 

But the famous Dr. Dee is finally outdone, and we are indebted 
to the honorable gentleman from Tennessee and to his partner in 
glory, the honorable gentleman from Alabama, for the mysterious 
manuscript, one page shy, which proves it. If the missing page 
of this so-called ‘‘ report ’’ were only at hand, there is no telling 
what glory might be in store for its ambitious champions. Dr. 
Dee, in full favor with the court of Queen Elizabeth, armed with 
the assistance of spirits and of angels and with a full line of sam- 
ples of astrological signs, philosophers’ stones, and elixir vite, 
made a dismal failure. 

Christmas, ousted from the navy of his own nation, penniless and 
unknown, according to this strange ‘‘report,’’ grapples at once 
with our Yankee nation, allies with him the famous banking house 
of Seligman & Co., commands the services of foreign and domes- 
tic lawyers, gains the entrée to the White House, consummates sun- 
dry contracts for the corruption of Congress and various press as- 
sociations, ‘‘ secures’ in ten minutes, on a railway train between 
Baltimore and Philadelphia, the illustrious author of The First 
Battle and The Cross of Gold, scorns elixir vite and the philoso- 
pher’s stone, tarries not with spirits or with angels but makes 
straigbtway for a few choice Senators, and, wearing the flush of 
easy triumph and of Senatorial dignity on his radiant face and 
Farmer GARDNER’s honest name for a bosom pin, hies himself 
away across the billowy sea for Copenhagen. The manuscript of 
Dr. Dee reposes silently and modestlyinamuseum. The ‘‘report’’ 


of Captain Christmas is embalmed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 


authenticated by the illustrious leader and guardian of the modern 
Democracy and Populism. 

Mr. Speaker, so much for the pretenses of this so-called ‘“‘ re- 
port,’”’ as appears upon its face. 

Presuming that some such report had really been made, inas- 
much as it was vouched for by the honorable gentleman from 
Tennessee (assisted by the honorable gentleman from Alabama), 
your committee has given opportunity to all available parties in- 
volved and named in the curious document. Most of them have 
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| absent at his home in Buffalo. 


| Inever spoke to anyone in or out of 








| one involved. 
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whom we have any record. There was a man who lived in the | appeared in person before your committee, and others have com- 


municated in writing. As a result, it may be asserted without 
fear of contradiction that every charge and every intimation of 
dishonor in connection with the transactions involving the pur- 
chase of the Danish Islands are shown conclusively to be utterly 
without foundation and ridiculously absurd. I shall not augment 
the folly of it all by any extended review of thetestimony. A few 
illustrations from the evidence will serve to show the character 
of all of it. It will be remembered that certain members of the 


ouse of Representatives were na nd implicated in the so- 
| House of Rey tat e named and implicated in the 


called Christmas report. It is averred by Christmas, according 
to the report, that ‘* members of the House, ALEXANDER, GaRp- 
NER, and others * * * promised me their very best assist- 
ance. 

When this infamous libel was spread upon the record by the 
gentleman from Tennessee (assisted by the honorable gentleman 
from Alabama), Representative ALEXANDER of New York was 
He came before your committee 
and testified as follows: 


I never spoke to Mr. Christmas; I have never met Mr. Christmas; I never 
heard of Mr. Christmas until this report, published in the Recorp, was 
called to my attention in the newspapers of Buffalo, where I was last Friday. 

aoa in regard to the Danish treaty, 
nor has anyone spoken to me in or out of Congress in regard to the Danish 
treaty, nor have Iever heard it discussed at any time or in any place by 
anyone until after the publication of this alleged report. That is all I have 
to say. 


Representative GARDNER of New Jersey, who once introduced 
a bill looking to the purchase of the Danish Islands, also appeared 
before your committee. He testified that after the introduction 
of his bill, which never had consideration either in the committee 
to which it was referred or in the House of Representatives, a 
person calling himself Christmas called at his committee room 


| and left his card upon the table and later procured a card of ad- 


mission te the House gallery, but that he never had any connec- 
tion whatever with the said Christmasand could not even remem- 
ber the balance of his name. 7 

Mr. Speaker, while the proprieties do not permit any reference 
here to the other branch of Congress or to any member thereof, 
it may with propriety be asserted that this so-called report of Mr. 
Christmas is disputed and flatly denied in the essential by every 
It is disputed by everyone mentioned, both in and 
It is disputed by his alleged friends, bankers 


out of Congress. 
In every particular charging dis- 


and attorneys in New York. 


| honor it is denied by Grén and Hansen, native Danes, pronounced 
by Mr. Seligman, the New York banker, to be ‘‘ made out of the 


whole cloth,’ denied by Mr. Rodgers, denied by Evans’ and 

Knox, denied by Wilbur C. Brown and Abner McKinley, and 

finally denied by Christmas himself. Our Secretary of State has 

transmitted to your committee the following letter received from 
Mr. Christmas since this investigation was instituted: 

9 SKJOLDSGADE O., 

Copenhagen, April 8, 190 

Hisexcellency The AMBASSADOR FOR THE UNITED STATES IN COPENHAGEN. 

Your EXceLLency: Nearly two months ago some Danish gentlemen en 


” 


| gaged a Danish-born American citizen, named Niels Grin, to prevent the 


sale of the West Indian Islands. 

By foul means one of these gentlemen got hold of a confidential report of 
my doings in America, and provided Grin with a copy of the same. 

I have reason to believe that Grin has falsified my report, and I am 
already able to state—from newspaper cablegrams—falsifications on follow- 
ing points: 

1. [have never impressed the former prime minister, Hévring, with the 
idea that bribery was the way of getting the islands sold. 

I never wrote anything like this in my report. : 

The fact is that Grén, two years before taking the matter up, invented 
the whole 10 per cent commission theory, and declared that without spend- 
ing this money no sale was possible. 

2. Nowhere in my report have I given the name of any Congressman in 
connection with my personal promise of money. 

8. Ihave never written that bankers I. and W. Seligman had guaranteed 
“certain contracts.” Ihave, on the contrary, stated that these gentlemen 
declined to do so. 

4. I have never in any newspaper declared Mr. Griin’s copy of my report 
to be correct, for the simple reason that I have never seen any perry k 

I do not understand how Congress can take up a matter like this without 
investigating about the informer, Niels Grin, and his so-called translation 
of a stolen document belonging to the Danish Government. After what i can 
judge, Mr. Groin has utterly falsified my report. F 

On the 19th of February I have, through Ritzaus Bureau, sent to all Danish 
newspapers a declaration by which I, under my oath, state that no members 
of Congress in Washington were interested directly or indirectly, with my 
knowledge, in the sale of the islands. bi 
| This declaration I deposited the next day in the Danish foreign office, de- 
| manding to have it forwarded to our ambassador in Washington. 

I sincerely regret that the minister of foreign affairs declined to do sc, and 

| Ido not understand his motives; the whole scandal might have been avoided 

I hereby entreat your excellency to cable the contents of this letter to Sec 
retary of State, Mr: Hay, and I offer to pay the cable expenses myself. 


I have the honor to remain, your excellency’s most obedient 
ALTER CHRISTMAS 





It not only appears that this so-called report is false and foolish 
on its face, but false in fact, and is now denied by its imputed 
author. It appears upon its face that the author was discredi ted 
not only by the Danish minister at Washington, but by the prime 
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minister in Denmark. Near the close of the report we find this 
language: 


I had not seen the minister since my departure from Denmark in January, 
and it was in a bitter frame of mind that I again entered the minister's re- 
ception room in the ministry of finance. Ihad in the meantime worked to 
such a degree that my nerves were almost ruined and my means entirely ex- 
hausted. I hadnot saved myself, but thrown my who‘e energy into the affair, 
which the minister had shown such a lively interest for. In return the min- 
ister had done nothing for me. He had broken his promises and agreements 
even to such a degree that he had proven untrue to me and had made it ap- 
pear that I had made myself impossible for the minister’s confidence. 


This is the indictment which, according to this report, Mr. 
Christmas drew against his own country and against himself 
when he returned. It seems that he had fallen out with every- 
body and was discredited by everybody, except possibly by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, assisted by the honorable gentleman 
from Alabama, wifo at last gave him sufficient credit to spread 
upon our record the ludicrous and monstrous charge which not 
only involves by name two members of this body, but directly im- 
pugns the honor of the whole American Congress and the press. 

Nothing in this ‘ report’’ nor in the facts developed by its in- 
vestigation necessitates a defense either of Congress or the press, 
not even the assertion that the prime minister of Denmark ex- 
pressed to Christmas ‘‘ his abhorrence for the political situation 
in America, which makes it necessary to offer money in order to 
bring political action.’’ The American people suspect neither 
themselves nor Denmark. They know too well the sterling quali- 
ties of Danes who live among us to believe that any high official 
of that country ever uttered such unbelievable and preposterous 
scandal. 

The people of America regret with painful earnestness the silly 
exploitation of this whole affair, the embarrassment it may have 
brought to Denmark and likewise to ourselves; but remembering 
that our form of government and its procedure, by virtue of its 
very plan, is always subject to exposure, both by advocates for 
its eternal good and by the cheapest demagogues for temporary 
gain, rest their faith in the intelligence of all mankind, believing 
that the truth will finally be discerned and realized. 

This wild and incoherent story of the adventurer Christmas be- 
longs to the dark and bygoue ages, when innocent credulity with 
wondering eyes believed the monstrous stories of the ancient 
oracles and accredited the spurious performances of the necroman- 
cers and the alchemists, when ignorance confided in imposture 
and daylight feared the shadows of the night. 

There is but one thing in connection with the whole matter that 
approaches the silliness and absurdity of the driveling diatribe and 
fictitious tale of Christmas, and that is the unparalleled and ludi- 
crous performance of deliberately and solemnly spreading it 
upon the records of the American Congress, where it must re- 
main throughout all history as a shameless challenge to the cre- 
dulity of men. If in the surging sea of time every chronicle of 
nonsense and folly should ever be submerged, and that one copy 
of the American CONGRESSIONAL RECORD containing this ‘ re- 
port’ should be washed up on the strand of some distant civili- 
zation, it will be enough to reveal to coming ages the most novel, 
extraordinary, and scandalous piece of fiction ever spread upon a 
public record. [Loud applause. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr: Speaker, I don’t know 
that I should make any reply to the speech with which we have 
been edified, nor shall I attempt to comment extensively on that 
effort. I hope it is not deemed necessary that I should do so. 
I only want a few words in justification of myself in the part I 
took in bringing these charges to the attention of the Congress 
and the country. On the 27th of March, as stated by the gentle- 
man, I did present the report of Mr. Christmas, whom the gen- 
tleman from Iowa has ridiculed, a report made by Mr. Christmas 
to his own Government, that of Denmark. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa attempts to grow face- 
tious over the fact that some attention was paid by myself and 
others to the grave charges of corruption which this agent of the 
Danish Government made to his Government. Mr. Speaker, in the 
light of all the evidence, it may be said by some persons that it 
Was not necessary that these grave charges should have been no- 
teed; but, sir, when you consider that they were made by an 
agent of the Danish Government in an official report to his own 
Government, it was sufficient to challenge the attention of mem- 
bers of this Congress and of the country. I feel fully warranted 
in having presented them. 

What are those charges? Mr. Christmas charges that he had 
a contract with his Government to receive 10 per cent of the pur- 
chase price that the Government of the United States was to pay 
Denmark for the Danish West Indian Islands; and the price be- 
ng fixed at $5,000,000, he was to receive $500,000. The gentle- 
an grows facetious, and says that that charge should not be 
noticed. Who was Captain Christmas? I have already stated 
that he was an official agent of the Denmark Government. But 
that was not all, Mr. Speaker. The proof is distinct and clear that 
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he was not only the agent of the Danish Government, but he was 
also the agent of the Government of the United States. 

Now, what is to become of the speech of the gentleman from 
Iowa, and his effort to ridicule Christmas, in view of the fact 
that he was not only the agent of the Danish Government, but 
was made the agent of the United States Government—a diplo- 
matic agent? 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman ought not to 
make that statement. There was not an iota of testimony to that 
effect. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I supposed the gentleman 
might deny this, but I have the proof of the Secretary of State 
himself—Mr. Hay—as well as the report of Captain Christmas, 
to sustain my statement. The Secretary of State says, in his tes- 
timony in the record, that he gave this man a letter of intro- 
duction to a member of our legation in London. 

Mr. DALZELL. Undoubtedly; but that does not make him 
the agent of the United States. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And in that way he made 
him an accredited agent of the United States for a certain purpose? 

Mr. Cousins rose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not yield to the gen- 
tleman now, but later on I will. Let us settle this question. I 
say that the Secretary of State gave Christmas a letter of intro- 


| duction to a member of the American legation in London, and in 


this way put on foot a diplomatic movement looking to the pur- 
chase of these islands from Denmark. Does the gentleman deny 
it? Did not Mr. Hay when he did this make him our agent, at 
least to that extent? 

Mr. COUSINS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. COUSINS. Does the gentleman represent to this House 
that Mr. W. V. Christmas was the agent of that Government in 
fact in view of what he said when he returned and his own min- 
ister disowned him, the minister in Washington disowned him? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am not speaking of the 
minister here. There is io controversy but that Christmas was 
the agent of the Danish Government. 

Mr. COUSINS. Oh, the gentleman does not mean to represent 
that that is the fact. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not mean to misrepre- 
sent anybody. The gentleman from Pennsylvania raised the 
question, and I will read a letter from Henry White, the member 
of our legation in London, to Secretary Hay of April 23. I will 

orint the whole of it in my remarks; it is all printed in the report 

ere. This letter shows that Secretary Hay sent Christmas with 
a letter of introduction to Mr. White; that he called at the em- 
bassy in London, presented his letter or credentials from Mr. Hay, 
was received and went on to Copenhagen; that he arranged for 
the interview between Mr. White and the Danish officials, etc. 
The letter is as follows: 

AMERICAN Embassy, London, April 23, 1909. 
Hon. JOHN DALZELL, M. C., 
Chairman of the Select Committee on Purchase of Danish Islands, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Sir: In accordance with the suggestion contained in your letter of 3Ist 
ultimo tothe Secretary of State that I should make a statement tor the in- 
formation of your committee relative to the so-cailed report of Capt. von 
Christmas Dirckink-Holmfeldt to the Danish Government, dated October 1, 
1900,i have the honor to inform you that on Saturday, December 9, 1899, 
Capt. von Christmas appeared at this embassy with a letter of introduction 
from the Hon. John Hay to me—not, as he states, to the ambassador, whom 
he did not see on that occasion. 

Finding that I had left earlier in the day for Dover en route to the Conti- 
nent, he followed me thither, and I had with him that same evening at the 
Lord Warden Hotel an interview, during which heassured me that if I would 
come to Copenhagen the Danish prime minister would be happy to receive 
me, and would furthermore inform me of Denmark's willingness (which he 
said amounted to a very earnest desire) to sell to the United States the three 
islands of St. Thomas, St. John, and St. Croix in the West Indies. I informed 
Captain Christmas in reply that after having taken my wife, who was seri- 
ously ill, to the south of France I would return to Copenhagen without delay, 
which I did. [ f 

I reached that city on Tuesday evening, December 19—not the 9th, as Cap- 
tain Christmas states—having meanwhile received from him on the l4th at 
Bordighera, Italy, a telegram in French, of which the following is a transla- 
tion: **Prime minister enchanted to receive you. When do you arrive’”’ 

Capt. von Christmas met me at Copenhagen station and accompanied me 
to the Poenix Hotel, stating on the way thither that the Danish prime min- 
ister, Mr. Hiring, being unable to speak English or French, or even German 
enough to carry on a conversation satisfactorily, had decided, as I do not 
speak the Danish language, that it would be better for the minister of for 
eign affairs, Admiral Ravn, to see me on the next day, and that he would 
accordingly do so. Captain Christmas also said that he had registered me 
at the hotel under an assumed name, to which I objected; and upon reaching 
the hotel I at once gave the porter my own name and told him that I ez- 

ted to receive several telegrams. : : 

On the following morning, Wednesday, December 20, Captain von Christmas 
accompanied me to the Danish foreign office, where I was promptly received 
alone by the minister for foreign affairs, Admiral Ravn (who was also min- 
ister of marine), the Captain having been requested to remain in the public 
waiting room. : =" 

I informed the minister that the object of my visit was, as I assumed that 
he knew, to inquire confidentially what the intentions of his Government 
might be with respect to the Danish West India Islands, as my Government 
had been informed that His Majesty's Government would be willing to cede 
them to the United States for a consideration. 





Adm iral Ravn having given me to understand that the information which 







had reached my Gov rnment was correct, and that the Danish Government 
would cede the isl s to us, lasked to be placed in communication with of- 
ficials of the ministry of finance with a view to ascertaining the financial 
condition, indebtedness to Denmark, trade, etc., of the islands; all of which 
information was promptly places d at my disposal, and I was able to leave 
Copenhagen that same evening, Wednesday, December 20, having spent ex- 






ity-four hours there. 

gard to Captain Christmas, I may say that I considered that his 
connection with the question ceased when he had carried out his undertak- 
ing to bring about an interview between the Danish minister of foreign af- 
fairsand myself. It is untrue that l asked him for “instructions” as to the 
manner in which I should broach the questic m to the minister, never having 
had any doubt in my own mind on that subject, and his other statements as 
to conversations with me before and after my interviews with the Danish 
officials are equally devoid of foundation, except that I did mention to him 
that the minister had hinted ata price between $4,000,000 and $5,000,000, be- 
cause he (the Captain) se sd to be of the opinion that the Danish Govern- 
ment would sell the islands for $8,500,000. 
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T may add that Captain C hristmas never hinted at any idea on his part 
that it would be necessary for him to return to the United States in order to 
“agitate during the con negotiations and acts of Congre ss,’ and it is 
ss that I “urge itly advised the fore ign minister to let him complet« 

vhat he had be gun,” as I wi as wholly unaware that he had done anything 
but notify our Government privately that Denmark wished to sell the 
islands and undertake to bring about a meeting been a representative of our 
Government and a m ember of that of Denmark. On the contrary, in the 
course of my interview h the minister I said to him that if my Govern- 






ment should decide to « ito negotiations for the purchase of the islands, 
which I was not authorized to do, such neg gotiations would be initiated and 
conducted through the ordinar y dipl ymatic channels 
I have honor to be, sir, your ot bedient servant, 
HENRY WHITE. 

A Memper. Who is White? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Henry White was sec- 
retary of the American legation in London. He is the man to 
whom Mr. Hay gave a letter of introduction to Mr. Christmas to 
go there and put on foot negotiations for the sale of the Danish 
islands. Mr. White in thisletter substantially corroborates Christ- 
mas in his report. 

Christmas says that he did not go with Mr. White from London 
= Copenhagen, because of some domestic trouble—the illness of 

rife of Mr. White. Mr. Christmas went on to Copenhagen 
a oxeubeetl there an interview to take place between Mr. White, 
when he arrived, and the prime minister. Mr. White tells us in 


his letter about what Christmas had told us in his report. 
Mr. White, in his letter, says: 
Captain Christmas also said he had registered me under an assumed name 


I will do Mr. White the justice to say that when ty learned 


that he had been registered under an assumed name he objected. 
But let us see what he did further? On the following morning, 
after knowing that he had been registered under an assumed 








name by Christmas, what occurred? Here is his own statement: 
On Wednesday, December 20, Captain Christmas accompanied.me to the 
Danish foreign office, where I was promptly received, ete. 
Why, sir, Mr. Christmas was the very life of the negotiations. 
Here is the man who went there ahead of him, who arranged 
for an interview, and who registered him at the hotel under an 
assumed name; and the next day, after knowing all this, Mr. 


White accompanied h ‘it n to the legation for the purpose of being 
presented by him to the prime minister of state. 

Mr. Speaker, I have established the fact that Christmas went 
there as an agent of the United States. Mr. White was his guest 
in Copenhagen, went with him to call on the officials when he 
entered upon the negotiations, etc.; but that isnot all. Before 
leaving that subject, let me say I not only give the statement of 
Mr. White, but I will publish in my remarks the letter of Mr. 
Hay himself, dated April 3, 1902, addressed to Mr. DALZELL, in 
further tantiation of the contention I make. 

The letter of Mr. Hay is as follows: 


subs 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 


Washingion, April 8, 1902. 
H JOUN DALZELL, 
Chairman Select ¢ rittee, etc., House of Representatives. 
Siren: [have received your letter f the 3lst of March, and in reply beg leave 
tt 


ib r, 1899, Captain Christmas called upon me at 
ad me that , through pri vate and personal sources 
in Copenhagen, he had me aware that there was a disposit ion among 
some of the leading members of the Danish Government to regard f favorably 
an ove erte ire from the G ae ment of the United States looking to the ac 
quisition of =e pain Islands. 

He said th »had been a naval officer, and spoke at some length in re- 
garda 1 
United 


mation he ha 


‘tho costa part of De eT 
this Department and i 







s. At my suggestion he conveyed what further technical infor- 
d on this subject to Admiral Bradford, of the Navy Depart- 


State 





ment. Although he presented no credentials whatever and expressly de- 
clared ue had no official character, I thought his story was of sufficient in- 
terest to be worth investigation. I told him I would send a confidential and 


d agent of this Government to Copenhagen to ascertain unofficially the 
state of affairs, and mentioned to him the name of Mr. Henry White, 
secretary of embassy at London. Captain Christmas said he would like 


trust 








» in Copenhagen when Mr. White arrived, and bring him into communi- 
cation w ith the members of the Government, whom he mentioned. 
I gave him a note of introduction to Mr. White, and they met in Copen- | 
hage mn, W vhe re Captain Christmas had arranged for an interview between Mr. 
Whi nd a member of the Danish Government. Mr. Christmas was not 


pr = ont ‘at this interview,and his connection with the matter ceased entirely 
at that ti 
twi i¢ 


> 
1e 


He afterwards returned to Washington, and I saw him once or 
e, but told him that there was no need of the services of any private per- 


) ona ability of the island of St. John as a naval station for the | 
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| Grén is not a man of good character? I pause for are ply. 


| honor and integrity? 


| document 
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son in any negotiations which might be taken up between the two Govern- 
ments in regard to the acquisition of the islands. 

I inclose a copy of a letter which I gave the Danish minister in Washing- 
ton at the time of the signing of the recent treaty, and also a copy of a letter 
which I have received from the Danish minister, Mr. Brun, dated the 8lst of 


March, 1902 
Very since JOHN HAY. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, from the foregoing letter it appears that this 
man had called upon Mr. Hay to sell the islands, and he says he 
put him in communication with Admiral Bradford. What was 
the object? To investigate as to the sale of the islands, and 
nothing else. In this letter Mr. Hay says: 

I told him that I would send a confidential and trusted agent of this Gov- 
ernment to Copenhagen. 

He gave him a letter of introduction to Mr. White at the em- 
bassy in London. He says that Captain Christmas arranged for 
an interview between Mr. White and the Deatnish officials. 

Mr. Christmas was here, Mr. White wasin London. The nego- 
tiations were to take place in Copenhagen. Mr. Hay gave Mr, 
Christmas a letter of introduction to Mr. White in London. I do 
not know what the contents of that letter were. The Secretary of 
State, I have no doubt, kept a copy of it; but he did not give us 
its contents. I have no doubt he gave him such a letter of intro- 
duction as a gentleman would need who was to put on foot such 
important diplomatic negotiations as the sale of those islands to 
the United States. I assume he did give him just such a letter as 
any man wishing an audience with the American legation in the 
city of London would wish to receive. 

Now, I should like to know whether Mr. Christmas was not 
made the agent to start these negotiations by our own Govern- 
ment. With such a man as that making an official report to his 
own Government, was it unusual that we should take notice of 
the grave charges that he makes in his report? I should say not. 

But that is not all. I shall publish the whole of the letter as I 
state it. 

The gentleman from Iowa says that there is no proof that Mr. 
Christmas had any such contract as $500,000 for his services. No 
man can read the record in this case and doubt it. 

The proof is conclusive that Christmas had a contract with the 
Danish Government to get 10 per cent of the purchase price of 
these islands. He says in that report that he intended to use it in 
bribing members of Congress and other officials of the United 
States. itisa matter of pride to every member of the committee, 
and should be a matter of felicitation to all of us, that the report 
is unanimous in the conclusion that no member of Congr 
bribed. I was not surprised atit. I have here my remarks made 
on the 27th of April, when I brought these charges to the atten- 
tion of Congress. I stated then, as did the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, that no man made any charge that members of the Senate 
or House had been bribed. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, the report which we submitted shows on its 
face that there could be no bribery until the purchase price was 
— and the money has not yet been paid. It could not be pos- 

ible that $500,000 could be paid until Congress appropriated th 
money, and there has been no appropriation. Therefore, ther 
c ould be no proof, and nobody suspected that there would be any 
proof, that any member of Congress had been actually bribed. 
I expressly stated when I brought the charges to the attention of 
Congress, as did the gentleman from Alabama, that no man 
charged that a member of Congress had been bribed. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, so much for Christmas. He was the agent 
of the two governments, the diplomatic agent. He put these 
negotiations on foot. But that is not all. The gentleman from 
Iowa | Mr. Cousins] says that we should not have paid any atten- 
tion to the charges when they were brought here. Now , who 
brought the charge? I only call attention for a few moments to 
the man who brought the charges here. Who was he? Niels 
Grén; and who is Niels Grin? He is a Dane, a native of Den- 
mark, but a naturalized citizen of the United States, educated 
a graduate of Harvard, and a Republican. 

Mr. Speaker, so far as I know, no Democrat testified in os Lis 
whole record. No Democrat had anything to do with bring! 
these charges. They were brought by Mr. Groén, a Repnblican n. 
Will that be denied? Was he man of character? W ll tl t be 
questioned? Does the gentleman from Iowa, in making bis severe 
attack upon and heaping ridicule upon Mr. Grén, say that Mr. 


Does 


rely, yours, 
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the gentleman say that Mr. Grin, who made the affidavit th 
was used in the House on the 27th of March, is not a man of 
The gentleman declines to answer. | take 
it that he concedes that he is. 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Speaker, that rests entirely with the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. He is the man that presented the only 
that we have. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. COUSINS. And his own authority says he never wro- te 
such a document. How can I answer? 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. He does not say anything 
of the kind. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. COUSINS. He says that he never made any accusation 
against any member of Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, perhaps he did not. 

Mr. COUSINS. Now, you settle with Grén. ‘ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I care nothing about that. 
Nobody is charging members of Congress with having been 
bribed. The money has not been paid. 

Mr. COUSINS. Iam glad to know that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This was all stated in the 
very beginning. I am glad the gentleman has got up to that 
point. He does not seem to know what has been charged. 

Mr. COUSINS. Just a moment 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman has had his 
hour. Iam talking about Mr. Grdén. 

Mr. COUSINS. Just a moment, if the gentleman will yield. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I decline to yield, because 
I have not the time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee declines to 
yield further. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, I will ask who Grin 
was, and I propose to show, not by the testimony of Democrats. 
Ido not know whether Grén isan honest man or not. He ap- 
peared to be a gentleman. He had good credentials. I never 
saw him until he brought these papers to my room and made the 
affidavit about their authenticity, but I will read you some testi- 
mony as to his character and standing as a man and as a Repub- 
lican. Iwill read you a letter, signed by Mr. Marcus A. Hanna, 
sent toSenators Hoar and Lopes. Itis in the testimony at page 
53. It is as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS REPUBLICAN NATIONAL COMMITTEE, 


GLOVER BUILDING, 
Washington, D. C., March 12, 1897. 

DEAR SENATORS: I beg to advise you that Mr. Niels L. J. Grin, of Boston, 
a Scandinavian by birth, but a citizen of Massachusetts, was exceedingly 
useful and valuable in the campaign of 1896 and contributed efficient service. 
He organized the Scandinavian bureau at our Western headquarters and 
conducted itin a successful manner, and later on in the campaign entered 
the field and addressed his countrymen in Illinois, Wisconsin, Minnesota, 
South Dakota, Iowa, and Nebraska, and for this work in these States asa 
campaigner our speakers’ bureau received numerous commendations. 

Realizing that there were large settlements of Scandinavians at James- 
town, N. Y., Bridgeport, and New Haven, he was requested to make a trip 
East, and was equally efficient in the East as he had beenin the West. At 
Jamestown, N. Y., his work was especially valuable, for he spoke to Scandi- 
navians from Ohio, Pennsylvania, and New York. 

You will pardon me, Senators, for this note. but I greatly desire to advise 
you of the good work done by this citizen of Massachusetts, and to remind 
you that the Scandinavian vote in the West was a potent factor in our vic- 
tory, and to Mr. Grin due credit should be given. 

Iam, etc., yours, very truly, M. A. HANNA, 
Chairman. 





Hcn. GrorGz Ff. Hoar and Hon. Henry Casnor Longe, 

United States Senate. 

Now, if that is not a pretty good certificate of character, I would 
not know where to get one. I would take it. Almost any gen- 
tleman would, I think, take a certificate from Mr. HANNA as to 
his capacity, and so forth. But that is not all. 

Mr. COUSINS. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But that is not all. I will 
read you another letter. If you will not take Mr. Hanna, I will 
read you a letter signed by Mr. SHe_py M. CuLLom, not to two 
Senators, but to the President of the United States. Mr. Speaker, 
here is what Mr. CuLLOM says about this discredited man, this 
man who is not entitled to any credit according to the gentleman 
from Iowa; this is the man who brought these charges here; this 
is the man who says he translated from the Danish language into 
the English language this report of Mr. Christmas. Is he re- 
liable? The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Cousins] says no. I 
have read you what Mr. HANNA says about it. 

Mr McCALL. Mr. Speaker—— 

a Wane The gentleman from Tennessee has declined 
to yield, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will yield to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCALL. I understood the gentleman from Tennessee to 
say that Mr, Grén said that these charges were true. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No; I do not say that he 
said that anybody had been bribed. He said nothing of the kind. 
He said this report had been made to the Danish Government 
and that this was a true translation; that he translated it. Now, 
what does Mr, CuLLOM say about this gentleman? Here is Sen- 
ator CULLOm’s letter, from page 50 of the report: 

, DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: Mr. Neils Grin, of Boston, a Scandinavian by birth, 
is a candidate— 

For what— 


for a pointment as minister to Siam. Mr. Gron is a thoroughly educated 
ger tieman, is a pula of Harvard, and in the campaigns of 1892 and 1896 
did very valuable service for the Republican party. I should think he was 
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just the man to send to the country to which he wishes to be accredited, and 
shall be pleased if he should secure the position indicated. 
Very truly, yours, 
8. M. CULLOM. 

Senator CuLLom of Illinois commends to the President of the 
United States this discredited man that my friend from Iowa has 
been slandering here to-day. Now, that is not all. Senator 
Cushman K. Davis says: 

I take great pleasure in concurring in the above recommendation of Sena- 
tor CULLOM. 

But that is not all. Mr. Grén, while onthe stand, testified that 
he had another indorsement, and possibly it was a better indorse- 
ment than the one I have referred to. Afterspeaking of his cam- 
paigns in behalf of the Republican party and putting in evidence 
these letters that I have read, he said: 

I applied for the position of minister to Denmark or Siam. 

He then speaks of his indorsements for this position. He s: 

Among other indorsements— 

I read from page 52 of the printed testimony— 

I had an indorsement from Mr. McCaLti— 


The gentleman who just a moment ago interrupted me, my 
distinguished friend from Massachusetts, a member of this inves- 
tigating committee. He says: 

I had one from Senator HANNA— 

The one that I read— 


Thad one of which I am proud, being a citizen of Massachusetts, from the 
two Senators from that State, Senator HoAR and Senator LopGer, and be- 
sides that I had the indorsement of the majority of the Republicans in Con- 
gress from the State of Massachusetts. 

Why, he says: 

Senator HoAR accompanied me to the State Department and introduced 
me to the Secretary, and Senators HoAR and Lonas, in a joint statement to 
the President, thanked the President for having appointed Mr. Draper as 
ambassador to Italy; and that was followed up by a statement to the Presi- 
dent that if, in the President's opinion, Massachusetts should deserve any 
more diplomatic positions, they beg to recommend the following gentlemen, 
and I had the honor to be the first one recommended. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that is the kind of a man Mr. Grén was. 
We do not have to vouch for him. As I say,I never saw him 
until he brought this paper to my room, but he had the indorse- 
ment of the ablest, the purest, and the best Republicans in the 
United States, some of them. 

Now, after this testimony, which my friend from Iowa must 
have overlooked, does he still undertake to say that Mr. Grin is 
unworthy of confidence, unworthy of credit, and that we could 
not take the sworn affidavit of this Republican, who was compe- 
tent to go toSiam, who had the indorsement of the Senators from 
Massachusetts, of the members from Massachusetts to go to Siam 
as the ambassador and representative of this great Republic there. 

Mr. Cousins rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Iowa? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I can not yield. 

Mr. COUSINS. I want to answer your question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And yet with all these tes- 
timonials, with all these certificates of integrity, of character. of 
capacity as a Republican, as a campaigner, as a stumper, a man 
who had rendered efficient services among the Scandinavians in 
seven or eight States mentioned by Senator HANNA; a man who 
had rendered service in Iowa, I believe, the State from which my 
friend [Mr. Cousins] comes, this worthy man, this high Repub- 
lican; a man who stood high in the councils of the Republican 
party, came and by his affidavit swore that this report was gen- 
uine; that he had broughtit from Copenhagen; that he had just 
landed in the United States; and that it made these charges, as 
we could see on its face. Notwithstanding all that, because we 
presented it here, and asked simply that the charges might be dis- 
proved if not true, the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. Coustys] gets 
ito a rage and undertakes to ridicule our position. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I say I rejoice that nobody has been bribed, 
and we say so in this report. I did not intend to bring this re- 
port before the House. The chairman of the committee and my- 
self agreed that we would submit the report. There is no legis- 
lation called for. It acquitted Congressmen of having been 

bribed, and I was as much delighted as was the gentleman from 
Iowa or the gentleman from Pennsylvania. : 

I did not want it to go out that members of the American Con- 
gress had been bribed unless it was true. I did not charge it. I 
had expressly disavowed it on the 27th day of March; and now, 
because nobody has been bribed, the gentleman from lowa gets 
in a very happy mood and brings the matter here and undertakes 
to ridicule the bringing of the charges before Congress. 

I think the gentleman from Iowa, like all other gentlemen who 
think about this matter seriously, will conclude that this was ex- 
actly the thing todo. It is a thing in which no man rejoices 
more than I do that there is no proof that any member of Con- 
gress was really bribed. 


4 
t 




































































Ed 


ree Ror ae = 


































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ord states that he did agree to guarantee certain contracts, among 
them the one I have referred to. It does not rsake any @iffer- 
ence whether it was Seligman or Hansen who was the guarantor 
of these contracts. Mr. Hansen states that he was called upon 
by Mr. Christmas, and confirms the statement of Mr. Christmas 
that he was to guarantee these contracts. The proof shows that 
he was a man of wealth and that he did guarantee them. He 
afterwards had a difficulty with Mr. Christmas, and undertook 
to withdraw his indorsement of the contracts. 

Mr. Speaker, this is all I care to say at this time. As Ihave in- 
timated, I did not expect to say anything on the report, but was 
content to let it go on the files. The remarks of the gentleman 
from Iowa have made it necessary for me to say what I have said, 
and now I am content to dismiss the subject. 

Mr. Speaker. how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty-five minutes re- 
maining, but the House has not got that time. 

Mr. SULZER. I yield five minutes of my time to the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. DinsMorE]}. 

Mr. DALZELL. One moment, Mr. Speaker. Does the gentle- 
man from Tennessee intend that I shall not have an opportunity 
to reply to him? P 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have nothing to do with 
that. I got my time from the opposite side. 

Mr. DALZELL. If the gentleman occupies all the time, of 
course I can not reply. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How much time have I 
used, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has used thirty-six minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I did not use as much time 
as the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. COUSINS. I think, Mr. Speaker, we have sixteen min- 
utes remaining over here. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to deal fairly ona 
question of time. I tried to have an agreement in advance. 

The SPEAKER. This controversy is out of order. The gen- 
tleman from Arkansas is recognized. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Arkansas 
has yielded to me to make a request. I ask unanimous consent 
that the report of your committee, not the testimony but the re- 
port, may be printed in the REcorp. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this will be done. 

There was no objection. 

The following is the report: 


SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON PURCHASE OF DANISH ISLANDS. 


Mr. DALZELL, from the Special Committee to Investigate Facts Connected 
with ~ Purchase of the Danish West India Islands, submits the following 
report: 

_ On March 27, 1902, Mr. RICHARDSON, of Tennessee, brought to the atten- 
tion of the House of Representatives a certain document which purported 
to be a secret report to the Danish Government by one Capt. W. Christmas 
Dirckinck Holmfeld, of his services in endeavoring to bring about the pur- 
chase by the United States of the Danish West Indian Islands. In this docu- 
ment allegations were made of the bribery and corruption of members of 


angen. 

After a consideration of the matter by the House as one of the highest 
privilege, the Speaker, pursuant to a vote of the House, appointed a com- 
mittee to examine into the truth of all the allegations and charges made by 
the said Walter Christmas in his secret and confidential report to the Danish 
Government as to the methods pursued and to be pursued by him and any 
of his assistants in the United States, and the contracts made or proposed to 
be made by him or other persons acting in any way for him, or as assistants 
to him, for the purpose of, or which in any manner had for their object, the 
bribery of, or the attempted bribery of, members of the United States Con- 
gress, or of the payment of any valuable consideration of any kind or char- 
acter to them, or to any of them, to vote for or to assist in procuring the 
pee, adoption, or ratification of said treaty of sale of the said islands as 
aforesaid. 

This committee had power to subpoena and examine witnesses under oath, 
and to send for records, papers, and all other evidence that may be necessary 
for a full and complete en of the subjects mentioned. ; 

The committee so appointed has held a number of sessions and examined 
witnesses, and submits herewith the testimony taken, together with the al- 
leged Christmas report. , 

At the hearings there was incidentally brought out a great deal of evi- 
dence connected with the saniect, in its various phases, of the purchase of 
the Danish West Indian Islands not necessarily connected with the subject 
given in charge to the committee. So much of the evidence as does not 
relate directly to the duties of the committee under the terms of their ap- 
pointment they have eliminated as unnecessary for consideration in this re- 





Now, Mr. Speaker, a word or two as to what was done. We 
have acquitted members on the charge of having been bribed. 
I want to put into my remarks here a contract made (and there 
were about three of them, I think) by this agent of the Danish 
Government, this quasi agent of the United States Government, 
with an attorney in this city. The record shows that Christmas 
was very busy thaking contracts to pay money when he received 
his commissions. 

Mr. Speaker, having said that no member was bribed, and hav- 
ing stated it with emphasis; having shown that this man was an 
agent of the Danish Government; having shown, I think, very 
clearly that he was to get 10 per cent of the purchase money when 
paid, I want to read you some of the contracts that he made, and 
one that he made with an attorney in this city. This attorney 
was called as a witness, and he gave his testimony before this com- 
mittee, and here is the contract; it appears on page 87 of the re- 
port: 

This memorandum of agreement made at Washington, D. C., the 28d day 
of February, A. D. 1900, by and between Capt. W. y. Christmas Dirckinck- 
Holmfeld, of Copenhagen, Denmark, and Richard P. Evans, attorney and 
covnselor-at-law, of Washington, D. C: 7 

Witnesseth, that the said Capt. W. v. Christmas Dirckinck-Holmfeld has 
retained the legal services of the said Richard P. Evans, attorney and coun- 
selor-at-law, in matters pertaining to the purchase by the United States 
from the Kingdom of Denmark of the Danish West India Islands, and has 
agreed to pay to the said Richard P. Evans for his said legal services herein- 
after described, rendered and to be rendered in the matter of said purchase, 
the fee and compensation of $50,000— 


A $50,000 contract with one attorney in this city! 


in United States money, contingent upon the consummation of said pur- 
chase as far as the United States is concerned, by the enactment into law by 
the Congress, approved by the President of the United States, of a treaty or 
bill carrying an appropriation of money, acceptable in amount to the said 
Government of Denmark, exceeding $3,500,000 for the purchase of said Danish 
West India Islands, and in event of the said purchase being consummated 
by payment of an amount acceptable to the said Government of Denmark of 
$3,500,000 or less, then said Capt. W.v. Christmas-Dirckinck-Holmfeld agrees 
to pay tothe said Richard P. Evans the sum of $40,000 as his full fee and 
compensation for his said services. 

Provided, That said law shall be enacted before the adjournment of the 
present session of the present United States Congress; otherwise this agree - 
ment is, void and of no effect. 

And he agrees that the payment of said fee and compensation shall be 
made through the banking firm of J.& W. Seligman & Co., of New York, and 
that they will become surety for its payment. 

And further witnesseth, that the said Richard P. Evans, attorney and 
counsellor at law, has entered upon the said services and has agreed to per- 
form said legal services nee and with dispatch for the prompt accom- 
om of said purchase; and that he will Pa and present facts, 
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wriefs, arguments, and necessary documents and data to the committees of 

Yongress, and others, in the furtherance of said purchase, for the said fee 
and compensation of $50,000, or said alternative fee of $40,000, as hereinbefore 
stipulated, contingent 2 the consummation of the purchase of said Dan- 
ish Islands by the United States under a treaty or law enacted by the pres- 
ent session of the present Congress of the United States and to do any and 
all other acts as an attorney at law necesary in the accomplishment of said 
purchase, before the Congress, the Executive Departments, and the courts, 
without any other or further compensation or fee whatever for any of said 
services than as hereinbefore stipulated and set forth. 

The foregoing considered, it is hereby agreed and stipulated by and be- 
tween the parties hereto that the said fee of $50,000, or alternative fee of 
$40,000, shall be due and payable to the said Richard P. Evans upon the ap- 
proval by the President of the United States of an act of the present session 
of the present Congress, appropriating the money necessary for said pur- 
chase, acceptable to the said Government of Denmark and not otherwise. 

In witness whereof we have hereunto set our hands and seals the day and 
date hereinbefore stated in duplicate. 

This testimony shows that Christmas had a contract with Mr. 
Evans, of the city of Washington, to pay him $50,000 to help him 
pass the bill through Congress for the sale of the islands. 

But that is not the only contract he made. He had a contract 
with a man named Knox, and Mr. Knox was to receive $15,000. 
I will not print this contract in my remarks, but it appears at 
page 101 of the report. 

He also had an agent in New York to guarantee these contracts. 
The gentleman from Iowa says that Mr. Seligman, of the bank- 
ing firm of I. W. Seligman & Co., said that he never guaranteed 
any contract for Mr. Christmas. Well,thatistrue. He did not, 
and Mr. Christmas says in his report that he did not. He said 
that he laid the matter before Mr. Seligman, but that Mr. Selig- 
man did not guarantee these contracts, and we may let that pass. 
But he did have an agreement with Carl Fischer-Hansen, of New 
York, to guarantee his contracts. 

Mr. COUSINS. Will the gentleman from Tennessee allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield for a question. 

Mr. COUSINS. Did not the gentleman hear oo pre- 
sented to Mr. Seligman in his testimony when he said it was made 
out of the whole cloth? : 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I know he said he never 
guaranteed the contract, but he said that Christmas called on 
him about it. Ido not care about that. Mr. Christmas said in 
his report that Seligman did not guarantee them. But he says 
in his report that he found a man of wealth in the city of New 
York who would guarantee his contracts, and we find that Mr. 
Carl Fischer-Hansen did. 

Mr. Carl Fischer-Hansen testifies, and his testimony in this rec- 





































port. a 
The authenticity of the Christmas report is vouched for by one Niels 
Grén, a native Dane and a naturalized citizen of the United States, w a 
translated the report into English and who asserts that it was acknowledge 
by Christmas over his own signature ina Danish newspaper. There 1s n° 
question that Christmas made a report—intended to be secret—to the Dan- 
ish ministry; but the report produced by Grén, Christmas claims, in # boties 
addressed to the American minister at Copenhagen under date of Apri! ®, 
1902, to have been falsified. That letter is as follows: 
9 SKJOLDSGADE 0O., 
Copenhagen, April 8, 1: 


His excellency the AMBASSADOR FOR THE UNITED STATES IN COPENHAGEN. 


Your EXcELLENCY: Nearly two months ago some Danish gentlemen = 
gaged a Danish-born American citizen, named Neils Grén, to prevent the © 
of the West India Islands. t of 

By foul means one of these gentlemen got hold of a confidential repor 
my doings in America and provided Grén with a copy of the same. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





T have reason to believe that Grén has falsified my report, and Iam already 
able to state, from newspaper cablegrams, falsifications on following points: 

(1) [have never impressed the former prime minister, Hiévring, with the 
idea that bribery was the way ¢ getting the islands sold. 


I never wrote anything like this in my report. 

The fact is that Grin two years before my taking the matter up invented 
the whole 10 per cent commission theory, and declared that without spend- 
ing this money no sale was possible. 

2. Nowhere in my report have I given the name of any Congressman in 
connection with my personal promise of eae, 

8. I have never written that Bankers I. & W. Seligman had guaranteed 
“certain contracts.” I have, on the contrary, stated that these gentlemen 
declined to do so. 

4. Ihave never in any newspaper declared Mr. Grin’s copy of my report 
to be correct, for the simple reason that I have never seen any copy. 

I do not understand how Congress can take up a matter like this without 
investigating about the informer, Niels Grén. and his so-called translation of 
a stolen document ae to the Danish Government. After what I can 
judge Mr. Grén has utterly falsified my report. 

On the 19th of February I have, through Ritzaus Bureau, sent to all Dan- 
ish newspapers a declaration by which I, under my oath, state that no mem- 
bers of Congress in Washington were interested, directly or indirectly, with 
my knowledge, in the sale of the islands. 

This declaration I deposited the next day-in the Danish foreign office, de- 
manding to have it forwarded to our ambassador in Washington. 

I encore? regret that the minister of foreign affairs declined to do so, and 
I do not understand his motives; the whole scandal might have been avoided. 

I hereby entreat your excellency to cable the contents of this letter to Sec- 
retary of State, Mr. Hay, and I offer to pay the cable ape myself. 

T have the honor to remain, your excellency’s most obedient, 
WALTER CHRISTMAS. 


Waiving any question as to the authenticity of the Christmas report, the 
committee, as the result of their investigation, find and report: 

That there is not the slightest semblance of evidence that any member of 
Congress, either directly or indirectly, was offered or received any bribe or 
was paid any valuable consideration of any kind or character to vote for or 
assist in procuring the proposal, adoption, or ratification of a treaty of sale 
of the Danish West Indian Islands to the United States. There is not the re- 
motest ground from which to draw an inference or on which to base a con- 
clusion that there was any corruption or wrongdoing on the part of the 
public officials of the United States in connection with the negotiations for 
the purchase and sale of the Danish West Indian Islands. 

It is piain beyond peradventure that the bribery alleged in the report 
could have existed nowhere save in the imagination of Christmas, since the 
whole burden of his story is that he had no money. It is in evidence that he 
had to borrow in order to = poaees home from this country. 

According to the report, istmas claims that the arrangement with his 
Government was that he was to get the American Government to take the 
first step toward purchasing the nish West Indian Islands; that for his 
services in the event of success he was to receive 10 per cent of the purchase 
price (estimated at $500,000). 

Whether this be true or not, the fact appears to be that he never received 
any money, save a small and insignificant sum of $1,600 prior to his leaving 
home, and consequently he never was in a position to bribe anyone. 

The report contains the statement that in a conversation with the Danish 
prime minister relative to Christmas’s proposed mission the latter pointed 
out the necessity for a large sum to bribe American legislators. 

‘His excellency expressed himself with greater force than I wish to re- 
port—his abhorrence for the political situation in America, which made it 
necessary to offer money in order to bring a political action, like that of 
transferring the islands, to a successful termination, but that he had long 
ago Gimorenes oe necessity for making such a money sacrifice, and he was 
ready to grant it.” 

Aside from the inherent improbability of this statement, we have the de- 
wal of Christmas as to its having been made in the letter just quoted wherein 

le Says: 

“T have neverimpressed the former Prime Minister Hévring with the idea 
that bribery was the way of getting the islands sold. I never wrote anything 
like this in my report.” 

The committee does not seek to justify its conclusions upon mere general 
statements, but will consider the charges of the report and the answers 
thereto in detail. 

The report contains the allegation that Christmas had enlisted the services 
of Abner McKinley, brother of the late President, and of his partner, Mr. 
W. C. Brown, “ who,” it said, “know most accurately all the winding paths 
through Congress, and are well informed as to what members of Con Ss 
must be paid, as well as to the method which must be used to accomplish it.” 
It further alleged that Christmas had contracts with them and others which 
the banking house of Seligman & Co., in New York, had conditionally agreed 
to guarantee. It furthermore said that these gentlemen had “ sentlered 
Christmas excellent assistance.” 

A home McKinley appeared before the committee and testified, under oath, 
as follows: 

“A3NER MCKINLEY sworn and examined. 

‘By the CHAIRMAN: 

“Q. Your place of residence is where? 

“A. New York City. 

“Q. And your business? 

“A. Lawyer. 

x 2: pee you a brother of the late President McKinley? 

“A. Lam, 

Q. Do you know Captain Christmas? _ 

‘A. I met him once in a casual way. I lived at the Manhattan Hotel, and 
I met him in a most casual way in the lobby of the hotel. 

Q. Did you ever have a contract with him of any kind? 

“A. Never, of any kind or character. 

“Q. Had 7. any connection with him in seeking to bring about the sale 
of the Danish West Indian Islands to the United States? 

A. None, either directly or otherwise. 

Pr " 2; — yon ever bring that matter at his instance to the attention of the 

“esident? 

“A. Never. Inever talked to the President on the subject. 

; 9. And the only relation you ever had with this Captain Christmas is that 
which you have already described? 

“A. IT may have met hima gonane of times, but I met him in the public lobby 
of the Manhattan Hotel, where he was es. I do not recall who p - 
sented him to me,and only the ener cou of the day were extended. 
I never talked with him on any subject in relation to this agers 

Mr. W.C. Brown appeared before the committee and as follows: 

* WiLBuR C. BRowN, sworn and examined: 

“B the On AInMAR: e a , 
. our place of residence’ 
“A. New York City. 


“ 


“Q. What is your business? . 

“A. Iam ina number of businesses. I am president of the Lincoln Coal 
Company and connected with the White Mountain Paper Company and the 
International Fire Insurance Company. 

“Q. Do you know Captain Christmas? 

“A. I met him, I think, once at the Manhattan Hotel. 

“Q. Under what circumstances? 

“A. I think he introduced himself to me. 

“Q. Were you living at the Manhattan Hotel? 

“A. Yes, sir; I have lived there since the burning of the Windsor Hotel. 

“Q. Was he stopping there at the time? 

“A. Yes, sir; he was stopping there. 

*“Q. Was that the extent of your acquaintance with Captain Christmas? 

“A. Inever had any conversation with him except on one occasion, when 
he came and introduced himself as Captain Christmas. He stated I had 
doubtless heard of him through Mr. Carl-Fischer Hansen. 

“Q. Mr. Hansen was an acquaintance of yours? 

“A. Yes, sir; I had known him a number of years. 

“Q. How often did you have a conversation with Captain Christmas? 

“A. Never but the one time, when he came and introduced himself to me. 

“Q. What was said in that conversation? 

“A. Nothing whatever. He introduced himself as Captain Christmas and 
made no reference whatever to his business. 

“Q. Did you have any conversation with him then or at any other time 
about the purchase of the Danish West Indian Islands? 

“A. I did not. 

“*Q. Did you have any businessarrangements with him? 

“A. None whatever. 

a You had no relations with him except those you have just now indi- 
cated? 

“A. None of any character. 


“TESTIMONY OF MR. ISAAC N. SELIGMAN, 


“Isaac N. SELIGMAN sworn and examined. 
“By the CHAIRMAN: 
‘*Q. Your place of residence is New York? 
“A. Yes, sir; New York. 
‘*Q. You are a member of what firm? 
“A. -I am a member of the firm of I. & W. Seligman & Co. 
Q. Their business is what? 
A. Bankers. 
Q. How long have you been a member of that firm? 
A. Lhave been a member of the firm since 1878, I think. 
Q. Do you know Captain Christmas? 
“A. Yes; I have met him a number of times in our office. 
“Q. Will you state what particular relations you had with Captain Christ- 


“A. Yes, sir; I will be glad todoso. IfI recollect correctly. it was some 
time in October or November, 1899, that he came to our office, introduced I 
forget by whom, and he stated to us that he was the representative of the 
Danish Government unofficially, as I recollect, in the matter of the sale of 
the West Indian Islands to be made to the United States, and that he was sub- 
stantially directed by his Government, also unofficially, to say to it that the 
sale could take place on a fair basis (I think he mentioned four or five mil- 
lion dollars; I forget the basis), and that he was desirous of obtaining the in- 
strumentality of reputable bankers to undertake the transmission of the 
money on commission, etc., and asked us whether we would do it. 

‘We told him yes, that we would be very glad todo it. He then told us 
that he was to receive, as I understood it, a commission of 10 per cent as 
commission in connection with the matter, and that he would give a banker's 
commission of 2} ae cent commission for all work that we could do, and, if 
I recollect correctly, we should pay all commissions on the other side, ex- 
change, transmission of money, etc. He made a fairly good impression. He 
then told ns that Privatbanken was the bank in Denmark in touch with the 
Government, and that the moneys would be paid over through them to us, as 
I understood it. 

* 


* * * * * * 


‘* Without hearing anything for some time, in order to more clearly estab- 
lish Mr. Christmas and his entire arrangement, we then wrote to Privat- 
banken, Denmark, in reference to this entire business, and the letter which 
we received from them was not entirely satisfactory, was no confirmation 
whatever from the Government that Mr. Christmas was the agent or that 
moneys were to be paid so thereafter; we substantially dismissed the entire 
business from our minds. That is substantially the entire connection we 
had with Mr. Christmas. 

* * x * * + * 


“Mr. Cousins. Hesays in his report, on page 25, ‘Here I have been obliged 
to place my own person and my personal property as security, and, besides, 
Seligmans have (who have absolute confidence in me) placed their highly 
respected name as guaranty for my administration of the 10 per cent.’ 

“The WitNgEss. That is unqualifiedly and wholly untrue, made out of the 
whole cloth.” 

The report contained this allegation: 

“Thad * * * made the acquaintance of different members of Congress— 
for example, Senators LopGE, DEPEW, CLARK, BACON (the last two were 
Democrats): members of the House, ALEXANDER, GARDNER, and others. 
They all took a great interest in the acquirement of the islands and promised 
me their very best assistance. I got them to establish the price of $4,000,000, 
as the prime minister had desired.” 

Each and every one of the parties thus named appeared before the com- 
mittee and gave the lie to the statement of the report, with the exception of 
Senator CLARK, of Montana, who, however, stated to the chairman that he 
had never met Christmas, and had not, therefore, as a matter of course, had 
any conversation with him on. any subject. 

nator LODGE met Christmas two or three times, but it is unnecessary 
to cite his testimony, since the report ks of him as ‘the most respected 
member of the Senate, and who, of all the political persons I have met in 
America, is the only one that can not be bribed.” 

The testimony of the other gentlemen, members of the Senate and House, 
mentioned in the report follows: 


“STATEMENT OF HON. CHAUNCEY M. DEPEW. 


“The CHAIRMAN. Senator, you were a member of the United States Sen- 
ate during the last Congress? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

““Q. Do you know Captain Christmas? | s i 

“A I have no recollection of ever having met him. I will state my belief 
is that I never did, but so ae thousands and thousands of people come to 
see me in New York and here, I would not want to say I had not met him. 

“Q. You do not ever recollect having any conversation with him about 
the purchase of the Danish West Indian Islands? 

oR No, sir; I never had a conversation with anybody on that subject. 
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“6. 
“STATEMENT OF HON. A. O. BACON, 
“By the CHAIRMAN: 
“© = uu are a United States Senator from the State of Georgia? 
a. CS. 

*Q. And you were United States Senator during the last Congress? 

a “A. Yes, sir. I have been Senator since the beginning of the Fifty-fourth 
Ongress. 

*Q. Do you know Captain Christmas? 

“A. I do not know how broad that question might be. I have seen him, 
but I do not know that I would know him by sight if I were to see him now; 
but I did see him, I recollect, twice in Washington. 

“Q. He says that you, together with certain other Senators whom he 
named, took a great interest in the matter of the acquisition of the Danish 
West Indian Islands, and promised the very best assistance to him. Is there 
anything in that? 

“A. Will you kindly read what he says? I did not know he mentioned my 
name except at one place, where he said he had formed my acquaintance. 

“The CHATRMAN. On page 21 he says: ‘I had, as above mentioned, at last 
made the acquaintance of different members of Congress—for example, Sen- 
ators LopGr, DEPpEW, CLARK, BACON (the last two were Democrats); mem- 
bers of the House, ALEXANDER, GARDNER, and others. They all took a great 
interest in the acquirement of the islands and promised me their very best 
assistance. I got them to establish the price of $4,000,000, as the prime minis- 
ter had desired.’ What have you to say in regard to that? 

“A. That is absolutely untrue so far as Iam concerned. So far from that 
being the truth, I did not desire the Government to acquire the islands, and 
do not desire it now, and am very sorry for what appears to be the necessity 
for that fact. With the permission of the committee, I will tell all I know 
with reference to any personal communication between him and myself. 

Q. Certainly. 

A. As I said in the beginning, I only remember to have seen him twice, 
each time in Washington. The first time was at a private house in this city 
at an afternoon reception where there were a number of callers, and he was 
presented to me apparently in an entirely incidental way, just from the fact 
we happened to be standing near each other, and the ps presenting him— 
I really do not remember who it was; itwas some lady. However, I remem- 
ber that he stated he was a captain in the Danish navy, and in the same con- 
nection, probably in the same sentence, said that he was here in the interest 
of the sale of the Danish West Indian Islands to the United States. 

“IT did not desire the acquisition of the islands, and consequently I made no 
reply to that statement atall. I did not encourage any conversation in that 
line, and the only thing that passed between us was in the nature of the most 
commonplace civilities between strangers. Not a word was said either by 
him or by me as to the Danish Islands, and in possibly less than a minute we 
were separated in a crowd, and I saw no more of him. 

‘*The other time I saw him was equally as accidental, at a reception of 
Mr. McKinley, in the East Room at the White House, where the crowd was, 
as is usual, thronging, and in a purely accidental way I was thrown near him, 
or he near me, I do not know which. 

‘His wife was with him at the time, I remember,and I spoke to him and 
we had again some of the most commonplace civilities without a word said 
in regard to Denmark or the West Indian Islands. If he had said anything 
about them I should have turned the subject, because I would not have de- 
sired to be rude to him, and if I had said anything at all expressing my own 
wish it would have been that I hoped he would failin hismission. I use those 
words “fail in his mission” because I supposed at that time he was an officer 
in the Danish navy and was the accredited agent of the Government. 


“ STATEMENT OF MR. ALEXANDER, MEMBER OF CONGRESS FROM NEW YORK. 


‘Mr. ALEXANDER. I never spoke to Mr. Christmas; I have never met Mr. 
Christmas; I never heard of Mr. Christmas until this report, published in the 
RECORD, was called to my attention in the newspapers of Buffalo, where I 
was last Friday. I never spoke to anyone in or out of Congress in regard to 
the Danish treaty, nor has anyone spoken to me in or out of Congress in re- 

ard to the Danish treaty, nor have I heard it discussed at any time or in any 


That is 





— as : 
place by anyone until after the publication of this alleged report. 
all I have to say. 

“STATEMENT OF HON. JOHN J. GARDNER. 


“By the CHAIRMAN: 
“Q. Mr. GARDNER, you are a member of Congress from New Jersey? 


“A. lam 

“Q. Do you know Captain Christmas? 

“A. I think I met Captain Christmas; I am not certain about it. 

“Q. You read or heard read this alleged report of his to the Danish Goy- 
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1 notexactly recall now, came to the Labor Committee room 
asked to presentaladyandherhusband The lady wasintro- 
and my recollection is that the gentleman was sim- 
He had very gallant manners, however, and 
He laid his card upon the table on going 





“A. I have looked over it. 
“Q. You noticed what was said therein about yourself? 
‘A. As Ilremember it now, I saw he says that he made the acquaintance of 
Mr. GARDN Captain Christmas has not yet made my acquaintance in any 
vat When I say I think I met him once I mean this: Some- 
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seemed like a very fine gentleman. ‘ ] 
out, and it had a number of names on it, and I recall somewhere in the mid- 
dle, I think, occurred the name of Christmas. Afterwards, I think, he called 





one morning and asked the courtesy of a card to the gallery of the House, 
That is the extent of my acquaintance with Captain Christmas or his with 
me 

“Q. You notice that in his statement he says thatat a certain timea speech 
was prepared to be delivered by you in connection with the Danish West In 
dian business. 

“A. Iwas going tocome tothat. I never had anybody prepare a speech on 
the subject for me to deliver. I never had any knowledge at any time that 
anybody was preparing a speech on the subject for me to deliver, and I 
never had any knowledge that I was expected to deliver one. 4 

‘Q. And you were not preparing a speech yourself on that subject? 

‘A. I was not preparing a speech on that subject. 

“Q. You had no connection with Mr. Christmas? 

‘‘ A. None in the world. 

“Q. Mr. GARDNER, you introduced a bill relative to the purchase of the 
West Indian Islands? 

“A. I did. 

*‘Q. Was that at the instance of Mr. Christmas? 

“A. That was not at the instance of Mr. Christmas, nor could anybody 
a senting him have known anything about it in any way.” , 

‘rom the foregoing citations of the evidence taken before the committee 
it is manifest that the charges made in the Christmas report with respect to 
Senators and Members of Cx mgress are wholly untrue. 
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Christmas, according to the report and as shown in the evidence, had con- 
tracts with several parties to assist him in his work. 

One of these was a young lawyerin New York named Carl Fischer-Hansen, 
who was to act as counsel for Christmas and to receive $20,000, payable out of 
the latter's commissions when earned. Mr. Fischer-Hansen testifies that he 
never met or spoke to any member of Congress or Government official in 
connection with his retainer. (See p. 77, testimony.) 

Another party with whom Christmas, according to the report and the 
evidence, had a contract for legal services was one Richard P. Evans, of 
Washington, who was to have $50,000 for his services, payable out of Christ- 
mas’s commissions when earned. (See p. 87, testimony.) 

Mr. Evans testified that he “did not come in contact personally with any 
members of Congress relative to this matter.” He went to the committee 
room of the Committee on Foreign Affairs to inquire about the Gardner 
bill. This was the extent of his services. 

Still another party with whom the report and evidence shows Christmas 
had a contra:t for services was a Mr. C. W. Knox, of Glenelg, Md., who was 
to receive $15,000 out of Christmas’s commissions. (See p. 101.) 

Knox testifies that he * never said anything on the subject to any member 
of the House of Representatives.” ‘That he talked to a number of people, 
but does not remember any particular conversations; all of them were sim 
ply to ascertain the views of the persons with whom they were conducted, 
and nothing else. 

This isthe party who the report saysintroduced Christmas to W. J. Bryan. 
Knox testifies that he never saw W. J. Bryan. 

There is no evidence that any of Christmas’s assistants bribed or made any 
attempt to bribe any member of the United States Congress, or to use cor- 
rupt methods to bringabout the purchase by the United States of the Danish 
West Indian Islands; but there is abundant evidence to the contrary. 

Upon the whole, that there may be no doubt, misapprehension, or mis 
understanding about the matter, your committee, repeating in substance 
what they have already said unequivocally and emphatically, report that in 
connection with the negotiations for the purchase of the Danish West Indian 
Islands no member of the Congress of the United States was bribed or at- 
tempted to be bribed, nor did any member of Congress of the United States 
receive payment or promise of any valuable consideration of any kind or 
character to vote for or to assist in procuring the proposal, adoption, or rati- 
fication of the treaty of sale of the Danish West Indian Islands to the United 


States. 
Attached hereto as an appendix is a full account of all hearings before the 


committee. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I must confess that I was very 
much surprised that this discussion was injected for the consid- 
eration of the House in the last hour of the session, because a 
report had been agreed upon unanimously by the committee that 
had this matter under consideration, and their report fully and 
emphatically acquits every member of this Congress and every 
official of the Government from any charge of bribery or im- 
proper conduct whatever. 

I do not think it is worthy of discussion by me at all except 
from one consideration. My honorable friend the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Cousins]. who thought proper to open the discussion 
with one of his brilliant speeches, has, by the manner of the dis- 
cussion and by the language used in his remarks, seen proper to 
reflect upon the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RicHAarpson] 
and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], who par- 
ticipated with him in bringing the matter before the House, for 
having done so. 

You have heard, Mr. Speaker, the source from which this re- 
port came. You have heard the affidavit of the man who brought 
it before Congress, a man who was vouched for by the highest 
authorities in the Republican party in the United States, a man 
who was commended to the President by honorable and distin- 
guished Senators, a man who was commended to the organization 
of the Republican party for the distinguished services which he 
rendered, and who testified under oath that he had made a correci 
translation of an official report which was made by the man 
Christmas to the Danish Government, in which the character 
this House was involved and members of the House were re- 
fiected upon. 

Their integrity was not only questioned, but impugned, and 
when gentlemen arise and bring it to the consideration of the 
House and to have an investigation of the subject made, they are 
to be criticised in a partisan spirit by gentlemen of the opposi- 
tion for doing so. 

[am willing, for one, Mr. Speaker, to rest under the insinua- 
tion. Iam willing to abide the criticisms of the honorable gen- 
tlemen who see proper to indulge in them against us, for we on 
this side of the House stand ready upon all occasions to vindicate 
the honor and the dignity of the House against all persons. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The report was unanimous; it was agreed upon. It was pre 
sented to the House. It goes before the country with every sy!la- 
ble of the testimony taken before that committee, but the honora! le 
gentleman is notcontent to rest upon this report. The honorable 
gentleman is not willing that the report shall go before the cou» 
try, that the people shall make up their own minds from that. The 
gentleman does not seem willing to accept the supplemental re 
port of the committee appointed by the Speaker of the House t 
make this investigation and that the public shall decide upon!" 
but he must question the motives of the gentleman on the Demo 
cratic side for bringing it before the House at all. ‘ 

It rests with him to question the motives of members in | 
ing this matter here. It was for the purpose of maintain 
honor and the dignity of the Congress of the United States. 
Iam glad to know, and I believed from the beginning, that 
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member of this House nor of the other House would be shown 
to have been guilty of any misconduct in the premises. 

It was our duty out of self-respect to investigate the matter 
and show to the country whether the honor of any of our mem- 
bers might be questioned. A report of his relations both with 
the Danish Government and with Secretary Hay was made to 
the Danish Government by Christmas, a man who went from 
Washington with a letter from Secretary Hay to our legation 
in London, in which he stated distinctly that members of Con- 
gress must be controlled, a man who had contracts with dif- 
ferent people in which large amounts of money were to be paid 
for services rendered, and as proven, and the gentleman from 
lowa evidently resents that we should seek to inquire into the 
facts. 


seein 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to withdraw from the 
files of the House papers in the following cases: 

To Mr. Russe.. of Connecticut, papers in reference to the 
preservation of Fort Griswold, Conn., Fifty-sixth Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 

To Mr. GRIFFITH, papers in the case of Ortho Adams (H. R. 
13133), Fifty-sixth Congress, no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 

METRIC SYSTEM. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I ask unanimous consent that House bill 
123 be made the special order in the House for December 8 next, 
the consideration of the bill not to interfere with revenue bills—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What is this bill? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. It is the bill providing for the adoption of 
the metric system. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I object. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 15108. An act making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, 
and for prior years, and for other purposes; 


H. R. 14244. An act authorizing the President to reserve public | 


lands and buildings in the island of Porto Rico for public uses, 
and granting other public lands and buildings to the government 
of Porto Rico, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 14046. An act making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 4846. An act to amend section 2743 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States concerning the examination of drugs; 

H. R. 12702. An act to provide for the erection of a quarter- 
master’s warehouse at Omaha, Nebr.; 

H. R. 15258. An act authorizing Anton Brucken to construct 
locks and dams in Pond River, in the State of Kentucky, and to 
give the consent of Congress thereto; 

H. R. 15257. An act to cede jurisdiction over place on which 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers is located to 
the State of Ohio; and 

H. J. Res. 210. Joint resolution reappropriating and making 
available an unexpended balance of appropriations for work on 
the Capitol building. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 2162. An act to increase the efficiency and change the name 
of the United States Marine-Hospital Service; 

8. 6148. An act providing for the resurvey of certain town- 
ships in San Diego County, Cal.; 

8. 5956. An act to provide for the allotment of the lands of 
the Cherokee Nation, and for the disposition of town sites therein, 
and for other purposes; 
= 5587. An act for the relief of Ann Eliza Isabella von 

emert; 

5. 6016. An act for the suppression of train robbery in the Terri- 
tories of the United States and elsewhere, and for other pur- 
poses; 

S. 4546. An act to provide certain souvenir medals for the bene- 
fit of the Washington Monument Association of Alexandria, Va.; 

S. R. 8. Joint resolution construing the act approved June 27, 
1890, entitled ‘“‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors 
Who are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and 
abies for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent 
parents; ”’ 

8. 118. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to furnish con- 
demned cannon for a monument to the soldiers of Worcester 
County, Mass., who served in the war for the Union, to be sur- 
mounted by an equestrian statue of the late Maj. Gen. Charles 
Devens, United States Volunteers; 

S. 6196. An act to regulate the sale of viruses, serums, toxins, 
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and analogous products in the District of Columbia, to regulate 
interstate traffic in said articles, and for other purposes; 

S. R. 123. Joint resolution for the relief of Naval Cadet Wil- 
liam Victor Tomb, United States Navy; 

S. R. 130. Joint resolution authorizing certain temporary re- 
pairs to the Aqueduct Bridge, District of Columbia; 

S. 4815. An act to grantcertain land tothe South Platte Canal 
Reservoir Company; 

S. 4139. An act to diminish the number of appraisers at the 
ports of Philadelphia and Boston; 

S. 2295. An act temporarily to provide for the administration 
of the affairs of the civil government in the Philippine Islands, 
and for other purposes; 

S. R. 23. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
furnish condemned cannon fora statue of the late Maj. Gen. 
Alexander Macomb, United States Army; 

S. 6232. An act for the relief of I. I. Barber; and 

S. R. 120. Joint resolution providing for the removal of shoal 
in North River of New York Harbor. 


WwW. L. WALTER. 


Mr. JOY. I desire to call up a resolution from the Committee 
on Accounts. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I raise a point 
of order. I have not yielded the floor. I reserved my time. 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing left but a few formal mat- 
ters and then the adjournment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I did not want anyone else 
to take the floor from me. 

The SPEAKER. Nobody is going to have the floor. 
: a RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not want any further 
debate. 

The resolution called up by Mr. Joy was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized to pay, out of 
the contingent fund of the House, te W. L. Walter the sum of $356.76, for 
services rendered as clerk to the Committee on Elections No.3, at the rate of 
$80 per month from December 10, 1901, to April 15, 1902, inclusive. 


The resolution was adopted. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 


A message from the President of the United States was com- 
municated to the House of Representatives by Mr. B. F. BaRNngEs, 


| one of his secretaries, who informed the House that the President 


had approved and signed bills and joint resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles: 

On June 30, 1902: 

S. 4923. An act toratify and confirm a supplemental agreement 
with the Creek tribe of Indians, and for other purposes; 

S. 4776. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Emory River, in the State of Tennessee, by the Tennessee 
Central Railway or its successors; 

S. 4611. An act to authorize the West Elizabeth and Dravos- 
burg Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge across 
the Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania; 

S. 5434. An act to authorize the city of Little Falls, Minn., to 
construct a wagon and foot bridge across the Mississippi River 
within the limits of said city; 

S. 493. An actto amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a 
code of law for the District of Columbia; 

S. 1949. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to ap- 
point George H. Paul a warrant machinist in the Navy; 

S. 4762. An act to prevent any consular officer of the United 
States from accepting any appointment from any foreign state as 
administrator, guardian, or to any other office of trust, without 
first executing a bond, with security, to be approved by the Sec- 
retary of State; 

S. 4792. An act relative to the control of dogs in the District of 
Columbia; 

S. 609t. An act extending the time for making final proof in 
desert-land entries in Yakima County, State of Washington; 

S. 3320. An act granting an increase of pension to Adelaide G. 
Hatch; 

S. 5856. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth A. 
Turner; 

S. 1225. An act granting an increase of pension to Clara W. 
McNair; 

S. 5506. An act granting an increase of pension to Clayton P. 
Van Houten; 

S. R. 118. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 
Arturo R. Calvo, of Costa Rica: 

§. 5383. An act providing that the circuit court of appeals of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States shall hold at least 
one term of said court annually in the city of Atlanta, in the State 
of Georgia, on the first Monday in October in each year; 

S. 3360. An act for the promotion of First Lieut. Joseph M. 
Simms, Revenue-Cutter Service; 
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S. 4450. An act confirming in the State of South Dakota title to 
a section of land heretofore granted to said State; 

S. 2162. An act to increase the efficiency and change the name 
of the United States Marine-Hospital Service; 

5S. 6148. An act providing for the resurvey of certain townships 
in San Diego County, Cal. 

On July 1, 1902: 

S. R. 113. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
furnish condemned cannon for a monument to the soldiers of 
Worcester County, Mass., who served in the war for the Union, 
to be surmounted by an equestrian statue of the late Maj. Gen. 
Charles Devens, United States Volunteers; 

S. R. 120. Joint resolution providing for the removal of shoal 
in North River of New York Harbor; 

S. R. 123. Joint resolution for the relief of Naval Cadet William 
Victor Tomb, United States Navy; 

S. R. 150. Joint resolution authorizing certain temporary re- 
pairs to the Aqueduct Bridge, District of Columbia; 

S. 3896. An act to amend sections 3362 and 3394 of Revised | 
Statutes of the United States relating to tobacco; 

S. 5956. An act to provide for the allotment of the lands of the 
Cherokee Nation, for the disposition of town sites therein, and | 
for other purposes; 

S. 6196. An act to regulate the sale of viruses, serums, toxins, 
and analogous products in the District of Columbia, to regulate 
interstate traffic in said articles, and for other purposes; 

S. 6232. An act for the relief of I. I. Barber; 

S. 2295. An act temporarily to provide for the administration | 
of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and 
for other purposes; 

S. 4139. An act to diminish the number of appraisers at the 
port of Philadelphia and Boston, and for other purposes; 

S. 6016. An act for the suppression of train robbery in the 
Territories of the United States and elsewhere, and for other 
purposes; 

S. 4815. An act to grant certain land to the South Platte Canal 
and Reservoir Company: 

S. 4546. An act to provide certain souvenir medals for the ben- 
efit of the Washington Monument Association, of Alexandria. Va; 

S. 5587. An act for the relief of Anna Eliza Isabella Von 
Hemert; 

S. R. 23. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to | 
furnish condemned cannon for a statue of the late Maj. Gen. | 
Alexander Macomb, United States Army; 

S. R.8. Joint resolution construing the act approved June 27, 
1890, entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors 
who are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and 
providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent 
parents, and for others;”’ 

H. R. 303. An act for the relief of Sol Bear & Co.; 

H. R. 8209. An act for the relief of P. A. McClain; 

H. R. 10775. An act for the relief of Charles E. Sapp; 

H. R. 12702. An act to provide for the erection of a quarter- | 
master’s warehouse at Omaha, Nebr.; 

H. R. 15257. An act to cede jurisdiction over a place on which 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers is located to 
the State of Ohio; 

H. R. 15258. An act authorizing Anton Brucken to construct 
locks and dams in Pond River, in the State of Kentucky, and to 
give the consent of Congress thereto; 

H. R. 14046. An act making appropriations for the naval serv- | 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 12805. An act requiring the Anacostia and Potomac River 
Railroad Company to extendits Eleventh street line, and for other 
purp ses: 

H. R. 11578. An act for the relief of settlers on lands granted in | 
aid of the construction of wagon roads; 

H. R. 9501. An act to provide for the sale of the unsold portion | 
of the Umatilla Indian Reservation: 

H. R. 14244. An act authorizing the President to reserve pub- 
lic lands and buildings in the island of Porto Rico for public uses, 
and granting other public lands and buildings to the government 
of Porto Rico, and for other purposes; 

H. J. Res. 210. Joint resolution reappropriating and making 
available an unexpended balance of appropriations for work on 
the Capitol building: 

H. R. 4346. An act to amend section 2743 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States concerning the examination of drugs; and | 

H. R. 11273. An act to pay F. Y. Ramsay, heir at law and dis- | 
tributee of the late Joseph Ramsay, $430.42, for balance due the 
said Joseph Ramsay as collector of customs and superintendent 
of lights in the district of Plymouth, N. C. 


NOTIFICATION OF ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. PAYNI}. Mr. Speaker, the committee appointed by the 
House to join the committee appointed by the Senate to wait ' 


{ Applause. | 


| plause. | 


upon the President of the United States and inform him that the 
two Houses of Congress had concluded their business and were 
ready to adjourn, and to ask him whether he had any further 
communication to make, have performed that duty, and the 
President has informed them that he had no further communica- 


| tion to make. 


The SPEAKER (at 5.30 p.m.). Gentlemen of the House of 
Representatives, many of us met at the beginning of this session as 
friends; many of us at the commencement of this session met as 
strangers. I believe that we shall all part, when the moment for 
adjournment comes, as friends. [Applause.] The prayer which 


| I made to this House at the commencement of this Congress that 


the House would help to sustain the Chair in enforcing the rules 
has never been forgotten. You have been each and all of you 
sustaining forces in aiding me in the discharge of my duty. 
For that, my friends, I return my grateful ac- 
knowledgments. 

I am proud to say that no House of Representatives since the 
Constitution was adopted has in the same length of time done the 
amount of work that this House of Representatives has done. 
{Applause.] And you have done your work like men—earnest and 
honest as you have all been in carrying your convictions, so far 
as possible, into legislation. There has never been an hour when 
the acrimony of debate left scarsin any breastin this House. That 
fact has much gratified your presiding officer. You have all been 
faithful and untiring; and in the twenty years of my service |] 
have never seen so many friends in the closing days of a session 
as I now witness. 

Now, as we are about to part, I wish you all a safe return to 
your homes, and that you may all come back to the next session 
rested and refreshed; and I ask no more than that you may be as 
earnest then as you have been in the session just closed. [Ap- 
And now, gentlemen, in pursuance of the concurrent 
resolution of the two Houses, I declare this session of the Fifty- 
seventh Congress adjourned sine die. [Loud applause. ] 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commn- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 
lows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a re- 
port of the Adjutant-General showing promotions in the Army of 
officers who within one year thereafter were retired at a higher 


| rank than that held previous to such promotion—to the Commit- 


tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, in 


| response to a resolution of the House, a copy of a letter from 


Brig. Gen. Leonard Wood relating to payments to F. B. Thurber 
out of Cuban funds—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 


| ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives, 
transmitting a statement of the sale of waste paper—to the Com- 


mittee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. MOODY of Oregon, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 597) grant- 
ing to the State of North Dakota 30,000 acres of land to aid in the 
maintenance of a school of forestry, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2747); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15155) to refund 
the amount of duties paid on merchandise brought into the United 
States from Porto Rico between April 11, 1899, and May 1, 1900, 
and also on merchandise brought into the United States from the 
Philippine Islands between April 11, 1899, and March 8, 1902, and 
for other purposes, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2748); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. DALZELL, from the special committee to investigate facts 
connected with the purchase of the Danish West India Islands, 
submitted a report (No. 2749); which said report was referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. McCLEARY, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3075) in regard to 4 
monumental column to commemorate the battle of Princeton, 
and appropriating $30,000 therefor, reported the same without 















amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2750); which said bill | 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 15349) to increase | 
the efficiency of the United States Marine-Hospital Service—to | 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 15350) for the erection of a 
monument to the memory of Commodore John Barry—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. SCHIRM: A bill (H. R. 15351) to establish the Depart- 
ment of Labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 15352) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the construction and equipment of a building 
for a naval hospital at Solomons Island, Calvert County, Md.— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15353) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy, in his discretion, to contract for the construction of a dry 
dock at Drum Point Harbor, at the mouth of the Patuxent River, 
Chesapeake Bay, Maryland—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15354) authorizing the Secretary of the | 
Navy, in his discretion, to contract for the construction of a dry | 
dock at or near St. Marys City, on St. Marys River, between said | 
St. Marys City and the mouth of said river, upon the Potomac | 
River, Maryland—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH (by request): A bill (H. R. 15355) | 
to reorganize and improve the present form of government for the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A joint resolution of the legislature of 
Colorado, relating to the national currency—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 








Also, a joint resolution of the legislature,of Colorado, relating 


to the Philippines—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 15356) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Samuel C. Davis—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 15357) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 15358) granting a pension to 
John Snodgrass—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 15359) for the relief of the heirs 
¢ Nicholas Stonestreet, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

3y Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 15360) for the relief and com- 
pensation of William Forsythe—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TOMPKINS of New York: A bill (H. R. 15361) for the 
relief of Nancy Rose—to the Committee on Claims. 
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| rington—to the Committee on Pensions. 


| struct an experimental span in Niagara River at Buffalo, N. Y.— 
| tot 
| 


Bro 


| Schurz, Edwin Burritt Smith, and Herbert Welsh, urging the ap- 


| the relief of David H. Lewis—to the Committee on Claims. 


| Crown Point, Lafayette, and Idaville, Ind., favoring House bill 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 15362) granting a pension to Grace G. Har- 


By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 15363) for the 
relief of Elias Nichols—to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolutions of Broadway Business 
Men's Association, North Jefferson Business Men’s Association, 
and Cold Springs Business Men’s Association, all of Buffalo, N.Y., 
favoring a bill to authorize the Mather Power Company to con- 


he Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky: Petitions of V. P. Stateler, A. T. 
wn, and others in favor of House bills 178 and 179, for the re- 
peal of the tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of John J. Keenan and other re- 
tail druggists of Evansville, Ind., urging the reduction of the tax 
on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Andrew Carnegie, Charles F. Adams, Carl 


pointment of a special committee to investigate the condition of 
affairs in the Philippine Archipelago—to the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Papers relating to Senate bill 688, for 


By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Petitions of citizens of Hammond, 


178, for the reduction of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
increase of pension to George W. Fitzgerald—to the Committee 


By Mr. GRAHAM: Affidavits of Dr. R. L. McGrew and Dr. 
Theodore Diller to accompany House bill granting a pension to 


By Mr. HALL: Petition of Charles A. Schrum and four other 
druggists of Dubois, Pa., favoring the enactment of House bill 
178, reducing the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of retail druggists of San Francisco, 
Cal., in favor of House bill 178, for the reduction of the tax on 
alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Paper to accompany 
House bill 13443, granting a pension to Sarah Williams—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensipns. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of Woman’s Republican Club 
of New York City, in favor of the proposed increase of pay of 
letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Petitions of druggists of Bradford and Oil 
City, Pa., in favor of House bill 178, for the reduction of the tax 
on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of druggists of Manchester, 
N. H., for reduction of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


